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Mr. Taney is selected He is the one pitched | 
upon; asif nobody but him had arraigned the | 
illegal acts of this committee; and then he is made | 
to arraign the existence of the committee, and | 
not its misconduct! Is this right? Is it fair? Is it | 
poet thus to pursue that gentleman, and to pursue | 
1im unjustly? Can the vengeance of the bank | 
never be appeased while he lives and moves on | 
earth ? 

Mr. B. had performed a duty, which ought not | 


to be delayed an hour, in defending himself, the | 
President, and Mr. Taney, from the sad injustice | 
of that report. The report itself, with all its elab- | 


orate pleadings for the bank—its errors of omis- 


sion and commission—would come up for argu- | 
ment after it was printed, and then, with God’s | 
blessing, and the help of better hands, he would | 


hope to show that it was the duty of the Senate 


to recommit it, with instructions to examine wit- | 


nesses upon oath, and to bring out that secret 


history of the institution which seems to have | 


been a sealed book to the committee. For the 
present, he would bring to light two facts, de- 
tected in the intricate mazes of the monthly state- 


ments, which would fix at once both the character | 
of the bank and the character of the report; the | 


bank, for its audacity, wickedness, and false- 
hood; the report, for its blindness, fatuity, and 
paruality. 

The bank, as all America knows, (said Mr. 


B.,) filled the whole country with the endless cry | 
which had been echoed and reéchoed from this | 


Chamber, that the removal of the deposits had 


debts; had compelled her to call in her loans, to 
fill the vacuum in her coffers produced by this 
removal; and thus to enable herself to stand the 
pressure which the ‘‘ hostility’’ of the Government 
was bringing uppn her. This was the assertion 


this assertion, and reveal the truth to an out- | 


raged and insulted community. 


The first fact (said Mr. B.) is the transfer of |! 
the moneys to London, to lie there idle, while | 


squeezed out of the people here during the panic 
and pressure. 

The cry of distress was raised in December, at 
the meeting of Congress; and during that month 


the sum of $129,764 was transferred, by the | 


bank, to its agents the Barings. This ery waxed 
stronger till July, and until that time the monthly 
transters were: 


December. .occsscccccccscsccces $190,764 


DOMME. cccvcccccwrccccscccce 355,253 
EER ee 
May. 0 cccccccccccccccwcescers 34,749 


i ebnts ob Reds od Ke tcilcive 6se SOR 
501,950 


GEE vwenccdcicedvcceouscccccess 





$3,425,313 


Making the sum of nearly three millions and a 


half transferred to London, to lie idle in the hands | 


of an agent, while that very money was squeezed 
out of a few cities here; and the whole country, 
and the Halls of Congress, were filled with the 


deafening din of the cry that the bank was forced | 
to curtail, to supply the loss in her own coffers | 


from the removal of the deposits! And worse 
yet! The bank had, in the hands of the same 


agents, a large sum when the tranfers of these- 


panic collections began, making in the whole the 


sum of $4,261,201, on the Ist day of see 
hands in Lon- 


which was lying idle in her agents 
don, drawing little or no interest there, while 
Squeezed out of the hands of those who were 
paying bank interest here, near seven per cent., 
and had afterwards to go into brokers’ hands to 
borrow at one or two per cent.a month. Even 
now, at the last returns on the first day of this 
month, about two millions and a half of this mo- 
ney ($2,687,006) were still lying idle in the hands 
of the Barings, waiting till foreign exchange can 
be put up again to eight or ten percent.! The 
gra of this conduct (Mr. B. said) was ag- 
gravated by the notorious fact, that the trausfers 
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of this money were made by sinking the price of 
exchange as low as five per cent. below par when 
shippers aad planters had bills to sell, and raising 
it eight per cent. above par when merchants and 
importers had to buy; thus double taxing the 
commerce of the country; double taxing the pro- 
ducer and consumer; and making a fluctuation of 
thirteen per cent. in foreign exchange in the brief 
space of six months. And all this tomake money 
scarce at home, while charging that scarcity upon 
the President!—thus combining calumny and 
stock-jobbing with the diabolical uttempt to ruin 
the country or to rule it. 

The next fact (Mr. B. said) was the abduction 
of an immense amount of specie from New Or- 
leans, at the moment the western produce was 
arriving there; and thus disabling the merchants 
from buying that produce, and thereby sinking 
its price nearly one half; and all under the false 
pretext of supplying the loss in its coffers, occa- 
sioned by the removal of the deposits. 

The falsehood and wickedness of this conduct 
will appear from the fact, that at the time of the 
|, removal. of the deposits, in October, the public 
deposits in the New Orleans branch, were far 
less than the amount afterwards curtailed and 
sent off; and that these deposits were not entirely 
drawn out for many months after the curtailment 
and abduction of the money. Thus, the public 
deposits in October were: 

In the name of the Treasurer of the United 


In all, less than half a million of dollars. 
In March, there was still on hand: 


63,671 80 


| nieces 
| 
} 
| 


|| [In the name of public officers....... 





its, at that branch, but $360,000, and that paid 
out gradually, in the discharge of Government 


| lars; and making the actual withdrawal of depos- 
| 
| demands. 


|| the same period? It is shown from the monthly 
|| statements, that these curtailments, on local loans, 
} were $788,904—being upwards of double the 


ular progress of Government disbursement, and 
actually remaining in the mass of circulation, 
and much of it in the bank itself. But the specie 


fact, the damning fact, dpon which he relied. 
This abduction was: 

In the month of November, $334,647, at the least. 
In the month of March, 


$1,142,731 





Making near a million and a quarter of dollars, 
| at the least. 


was made. Probably the sum was upwards of a 
million and a quarter of hard dollars, thus taken 
away from New Orleans last winter, by stopping 
accommodations, calling in loans, breaking up 
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: - || In the name of public officers....... 173,764 64 | 
laid her under the necessity ©f curtailing her | 


| $467,993 26 || 
| ———S eee 
|| In the name of the Treasurer. ..... $40,266 28 | 


for six long months; and now let facts confront | 


$103,938 08 | 
| 


In all, upwards of one hundred thousand dol- | 


Now, what was the actual curtailment during | 


amount of deposits miscalled removed; for they | 
were not removed, but only paid out in the reg- | 


removed during the same time! that was the | 


808,084, at the least. | 


Mr. B. repeated, at the least; for a | 
monthly statement does not show the accumula- | 
|| tion of the month, which might also be sent off; | 
and the statement could only be relied on for 80 | 
much as appeared a month before the abduction | 


i} 
domestic exchange, creating panic and pressure, 
and sinking the price of all produce, that the | 
mother bank might transfer funds to London, 
gamble in foreign exchange, spread desolation 
and terror through the land, and then charge the | 
whole upon the President of the United States; 
‘and end with the grand consummation of bring- | 

| ing a new political party into power, and perpet- | 
| uating its own charter. 
These (said Mr. B.) are two, and only two, | 
out of multitudes of the astounding iniquities \ 
. 
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which have escaped the eyes of the committee, 
while they have been so successful in their anti- 
quarian researches into Andrew Jackson’s and 
Felix Grundy’s letters ten or twenty years ago, 
and into Martin Van Buren’s and Thomas H. 

denton’s six or cight years ago—letters which 
every public man is called upon to give to his 
neighbors or constituents; which no public man 
, ought to refuse, or, in all probability, ever did 
refuse; and which are so ostentatiously paraded 
in the report, and so emphatically read in this 
chamber with pause and gesture, and with such 
a sympathetic ook for the expected smile from 
the friends of the bank; letters which, so far as 
he was concerned, had been used to make the 
committee the organ of a falsehood. And now, 
Mr. B. would be glad to know who put the com- 
mittee upon the scent of those old musty letters; 
for there was nothing in the resolution under 
which they acted to conduct their footsteps to the 
silent covert of that small game. 

But Mr. B. was done for the present. He was 
done for the present, but not forthe future. Justice 
cannot be done upon this report of the committee 
until itis printed. The only object which he now 
had in view was to vindicate some gentlemen, in- 
cluding himself, who were most unjustly treated; 
and to show the true character of the entire report, 
by exhibiting the minute diligence and miraculous 
success of the committee in hunting out things of 
nothing, to be turned to the account of the bank, 
and tothe prejudice of its adversaries; while stone 
blind to such recent and such enormous miscon- 
duct of the bank as he had just detailed to the 
Senate, and which came within the precise letter 
|| of the resolutions under which they acted. 

Mr. TYLER said he was perfectly willing that 
|| the report should go back to the committee, and 
that the honorable gentleman [Mr. Benton] 
should be placed upon the committee. There was 
not a single assertion in the report which did not 
stand upon proof, upon documentary proof, 
which could not lie, and he invited the Loom 
able gentleman’s attention to it. There was suf- 
ficient in the report to satisfy the people upon the 
subject of the curtailment by the bank —whether 
it was necessary or not. Here were their orders, 
/ and they were submitted to the Senate to say 
whether there was necessity for it or otherwise. 
Ifthe gentleman from Missouri had looked to both 
the statements in the report, he surely would not 
have pronounced it_an ex parte report. Mr. T. 
said his deliberate opinion was, and he should de- 
clare it before the country, that the bank was right 
in its controversy with the Government, and that 
its adversary was wrong. In regard to the ex- 
change committee, no false issue had been made. 
The report expressly referred to the argument of 
Mr. Taney, who conteRded that the exchange 
committee was in itself a positive violation of the 
charter of the bank. With regard to the letter of 
| General Cadwalader, he knew nothing of it, nor 
did he think it of any consequence. The branch, 
| however, was established at St. Louis—whether 
it came there by means of the honorable gentle- 
man’s influence or his blows. He knew that the 
bank had undergone frequent reviews by that 
gentleman, and that they had been sent into all 
parts of the country, and no doubt they had their 
due influence. But he declined adding =e 
more, and conclued by moving that the report an 
documents be aoiatel which was agreed to; and 
then 
The Senate adjourned over to Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvrspay, December 18, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by— 

Mr. JARVIS, of Maine; 

Mr. REED, of Massachusetts; 

Mr. BARBER, of Connecticut, 

Messrs. LEE and FOWLER, of New Jerseys 

Messrs. BINNEY and SUTHERLAND, of 
Pennsylvania; — -: 


‘Messrs. McKIM and TURNER, of Maryland; 
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50 
Messrs. 
and PATTON, of Virginia; 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky; 
Mr. VANCE, of Ohio; A 
Mr. EWING, of Indiana; 
Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 
Which petitions and memorials were appro- 
priately referred. 


NEW POST ROUTES. 


On motion of Mr. MARDIS, by leave, it was | 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a mail route from 
Wetumpka, via Coosa Court House, Cillavoga, 
Mardisville, Talladega, to Benton Court House, 
in the State of Alabama; and further, to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a mail route 
from Talladega to Chambers Court House, in the 
State of Alabama; and further, to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from Tus- 
caloosa, via Sanders’s I’erry, to Vienna, Tom- 
beckbee river, in the State of Alabama. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. | 














Mr. PEYTON, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a jdint resolution, authoriz- | 
ing the sale of a lion and two horses, received by | 
the American Consul at Tangier from the Em- | 
peror of Morocco; which was read twice, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


Mr. P., from the same committee, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of a 
resolution of the House, directing the committee 
to inquire into the expediency of causing the | 
other presents received from foreign Powers, at | 
various times, and now in the State Department, 
to be sold; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of | 
Nicholas D, Coleman; which was read twice, and | 
ordered to be engrossed. | 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill authorizing the survey of 
certain land, adjacent to the canal on the Licking | 
Summit, in the State of Ohio; which was twice 
read, and committed. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a | 
bill to extend the time of issuing military land 
warrants to the officers and soldiers of the revo- | 
lutionary army; which was read twice. A bill | 
of a similar ‘eatin having passed the House, | 
of which Mr. C. was not awareyhe therefore | 
moved to lay the present bill on the table; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 
bill to authorize the registers and receivers of | 
public land offices toadminister oaths connected 
with the entry and sale of lands; which was read 
twice; and, after a short conversation between 
Messrs. CLAY, LANE, and PARKER, its | 
further consideration was postponed to Monday 


next, 
from the | 


Messrs. CHAMBERS and MAY, 
Committee on Private Land Claims, mad unfa- | 
vorable reports on certain private claims referred | 
to that committee. 1} 

DUTIES ON LOCOMOTIVES, ETC. | 

The House resumed the consideration of the | 
following resolution, offered by Mr. Crayton, | 
of Georgia: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and | 
Means inquire into the expediency of reporting a 
law for the purpose of remitting the doalue on 
locomotive engines, railroad car wheels, with 
rolled iron tires, axles, springs, &c., already im- | 
ported, or which may hereafter be imported 
within two years, 

The question being on Mr, Denny's motion to | 
amend by substituting the Committee on Man- 
ufactures for the Committee of Ways and Means. | 

Mr. CHAMBERS continued the remarks 
which he had commenced yesterday. The object 
of the resolution was intended to exempt from the 
payment of duty, certain articles, affecting mate- 
riaily the interests of the iron manufacturer of this 
country. It was notlimited to any particular im- 
provement or to any special company, but pro- 
posed to admit free of duty any quantity of arti- | 
cles, at all times, and for anybody—for the space 
of two years. Asa question of revenue, it was || 
of small concern, and as such, the House was 
competent to decide upon it in whatever shape it | 
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might come before it. The importer cannot com- 
plain, inasmuch as he makes importation under 
a knowledge of the existing law; but it was a 


matter of infinite concern to the manufacturer, | 


who, upon the faith of your statute, hasembarked 
his capital to a large extent in this branch of 
industry. Asaffecting this meritorious class, this 
inquiry should properly go to the Committee on 
Manufactures. It was for that committee to con- 
sider what was the nature of the compromise act 
of 1832—how far the American manufacturer was 
capable of supplying the demand for the articles 
in question—and whether, should the duty on 
them be remitted, the act might not be evaded, 
and importations be made of articles for other than 
railroad purposes. All these considerations, and 
others which might be mentioned, rendered this 
inquiry, in his opinion, the peculiar province of 
the Committee on Manufactures. 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 


| Speicfir] had remarked that his constituents 


were deeply interested in agriculture, which he 
supposed conflicted with the manufacturing in- 
terest. Mr. C. contended that these conflicting 
interests should not now be weighed—that it was 
done by the act of 1832, and there it must rest. 
The gentleman, it was true, disclaimed a dispo- 
sition to interfere with the arrangement of 1832, 

et, at the same time, he was advocating a reso- 
ution which is intended to change the act of 1832, 
and to reduce the duties; and thus, while the gen- 
tleman was unwilling to assail the compromise 
act as a whole, he was attacking it in detail. 
What would be the result of such a course? 
There were several other great interests which, 
by the mode of proceeding proposed, might be 
destroyed if brought separately before the House. 
He mentioned the woolens, the cotton, the glass, 
and the sugar interests, whiclt might be thus as- 
sailed; and upon a memorial or resolution calcu- 
lated to affect either of them, we were to be told 
that it was a mere question of revenue, belonging 
exclusively to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. He did not mean te impugn the motives 
of that highly respectable committee; but the 
House should not tolerate a course of proceeding 
so unusual and improper. 

It had been said by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, that it was merely proposed to allow a 
drawback upon articles already imported, and 
consequently would not affect the home manufac- 
turer. The resolution specified no particular com- 
pany or railroad to be benefited, but was broad in 
its terms, It was evidently intended to place the 


‘foreign manufacturer on an equality with our 


own, and was a direct breach of the act of 1832. 
It had also been alleged, that these articles were 
not manufactured in this country. He believed 
the case was otherwise, It required no superior 
skill to manufacture a portion of them. This 
matter would, however, be a proper subject of 
inquiry by the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mtr. C. referred to the precedents of last ses- 
sion which had been adverted to. They were of 
recent origin, and if, in these cases, the House 
had acted incautiously or inconsistently, should 
we now do the same thing, and even go further? 
Rather let us (said he) retrace our steps, and send 
this inquiry to that committee whose duties will 
lead to a proper and more mature consideration 
of the subject. There had been complaint in re- 


|| lation to the improper reference to the Committee | 
| of Ways and Means, at the last session, of mat- 


ters not belonging to it. We had a legal com- 


| mittee; yet it would be recollected thatat the last 


session a judical question, in relation to pension 
agencies, was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, who, in their report, had furnished 
the House with a legal argument. Upon the 
whole, he hoped the amendment of his colleague 
(Mr. Denny] would prevail, and that the inquiry 
would be sent to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said the House had been, 
for three or four days, debating the question 
whether this resolution should be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, or on Manufac- 
tures, and by degrees they were getting into a 
discussion of the tariff. Much of what the gen- 


_tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuampers] had 


said would be very proper, if we were about to 
adopt or reject the resolution; but it is merely 
one of inquiry, and the question is, to what 
committee that inquiry shall be submitted? All 
questions relating to remission or exemption 
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| from duty had been uniformly submitted to the 


Committee of Ways and Means; and if the 

were now about to be transferred to another 
committee, without intending to lessen the im- 
_ portance of the manufacturing interest, he thought 
the commerce, agriculture, and internal improve- 
'ments of the country much more deeply inter- 
ested in the question of facilitating internal com- 
/munication. He concurred with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that the tariff compromise 
ought not to be disturbed. He was therefore 
surprised to find an attempt now made to go 
back to the protecting system, when the ver 

object of the compromise bill was to establish a 
system of revenue duties, and to restore all juris- 
diction over the subject to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. As to the ability of our man- 
ufacturers to supply rails and locomotive engines, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania must recollect, 
| that even his own State, behind none for its de- 
votion to the manufacturing interest, was cqm- 
| pelled to import two thousand tons of railroad 
|iron. Were we to depend on a domestic supply, 
/you might graduate a road to the Alleghanies 
| before you could procure rails or locomotives 
| to put the first thirty miles in operation. Had 
| the policy so strongly contended for by some 


gentlemen, for some years back, been adopted, 
and the importation of rails and locomotives ob- 
structed, it would have thrown the internal im- 
provements of the coyntry five years in the rear 
of similar improvements abroad. Whether loco- 
motive engines should be free from duty ought 
not to depend on the private interest of the rail- 
/road proprietor or the manufacturer. On that 
ground it ought to be rejected; but we had noth- 
ing to do with their particular interests—the 
question rested on more elevated ground—ona 
policy which was as old as the Constitution itself 
—the wise policy of removing every obstruction 
to the introductfon into our country of the im- 
provements made abroad—of allowing the impor- 
_ tation of models of art and books of instruction— 
of encouraging, not by restrictions on, but by 
relieving from taxation, those objects of modern 
discovery which tended to oug improvement in 
arts and sciences, or to better the condition, and 
to the universal advantage, of the country. It was 
valy on that ground that the measure under con- 
sideration could be defended. He had, at the 
origin of this new improvement, advocated its free 
and immediate introduction into this country— 
/and we had then adopted the policy. We were 
not now, however, called upon to decide on the 
propriety of adopting the measure proposed, or 
of continuing the policy of admitting these engines 
free of duty; but simply to determine whether the 
inquiry should be sent to the proper committee. 
That committee he believed to be the one charged 
with the revenue and general interests of the 
country, and not that which guarded the interests 
of any one particular branch of industry. 

Mr. JACKSON, of Massachusetts, was deci- 
dedly friendly to the American system; but he 
was nevertheless firmly of opinion, that the pro- 

osed inquiry should go to the Committee of 
Wa s and Means; and if the other friends of the 
tariff could view the subject in a correct light, 
he was persuaded they would agree with him. 
This country was unable to manufacture the rail- 
road apparatus which would be required for the 
next two years. If it was proposed to extend 
the time to ten years, he might question its pro- 
priety. He had some experience on this subject, 
_and he was satisfied that we could not supply en- 
ines, &c., for railroads already completed. He 

nad himself made an effort to obtain an engine 
for one of these railroads, but could not; and it 
| became necessary to send to London for one. 
Besides, the difference in the expense of an en- 
| gine procured in England and this country was 
| two, or three, or four times as much as the amount 
| of duty. You cannot, therefore, prevent their 
| importation; nor will the continuation of the pres- 
| ent duty at all benefit those engaged in their man- 

ufacture in this country. Great Britain had been 
longer engaged in the manufacture of those en- 
| gines, &c., possessed more skill, and a more am- 
| ple capital, and he inquired whether it was good 
policy to retard the progress of important public 





|| improvements, by burdening the railroad com- 


| panies with unnecessary duties, which could be 


of no possible advantage to our own manufac- 
\eaoeabd He referred to the great saving which 
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resulted fr . 
horse power. There were millions of dollars in- 
vested in railroads, and ratherthan waitfor months 
for the purpose of obtaining proper machinery in 
this country, it was matter of economy to obtain 
them at once from England. The companies 
would obtain these engines from abroad, were the 
duty double what itnowis. If so, why send this 
inquiry tothe Committee on Manufactures? By 


a remission of these duties, domestic industry 
would be more encouraged, and the public pros- 
perity much more advanced, than by permitting 
the duty to remain, or by increasing it. He com- 
bated the assumption, that the railroad corpora- 


tions were wealthy, and adverted to the small | 
dividends which they made, and concluded by | 


hopiag that the amendment would be disagreed 
to, and the original resolution adopted. 

Mr. MILLER said that he felt some doubt yes- 
terday as to the proper disposition of this subject, 
He was ignorant in regard to the state of the 
manufacture of the articles in this country, and 
he had voted to lay the resolution on the table, 
under the impression that it was calculated to 
open the whole subject of the tariff. He now 
believed that the particular matter before the 
House needed investigation; and if he had any 


doubts before, the remarks of the gentleman from | 


Massachusetts [Mr. Jackson} had entirely satis- 
fied his mind. Asa subject of revenue, it was of 
little importance. The question of the difference 


in price and quality, and whether these articles | 
could be supplied in this country, were proper | 


subjects for the Committee on Manufactures to 
inquire into; and it was the peculiar duty of the 
Committee of Ways and Means to investigate 
matters relating to the finances. 


would be decided at once. 


Mr. EWING next obtained the floor, and was | 
proceeding to give his reasons for the vote which | 


he should give on the proposition, when his 


remarks were arrested by a call for the orders of 


the day. 
PAY OF THE NAVY. 


On motion of Mr. WATMOUGH, the House 
then resolved itself into the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union on the bill to | 


equalize and regulate the pay of the officers of the 
Army and Navy of the United States, (Mr. 
Brices in the chair.) 


The question being on the amendment offered 
by Mr. Wise to the amendment presented to the 


House by the chairman of the select committee, 
Mr. Warmoveu, 
Mr. SPEIGHT said he did not rise to enter 


deeply into the discussion of this bill; but he | 


would offer a remark upon an idea which was 


suggested by the observations of the gentleman | 


from New York on his left, [Mr. Mann,] when 
the bill was last before the committee. He could 
not subscribe to the doctrine, that to equalize the 
pay of the officers in the two great branches of 
our national defense it was essential to bring 
down that of the officers of the Army to a stand- 
ard corresponding with the present inadequate 
pay of our naval officers. He agreed with gen- 
tleman that they should go together—that their 


pay should be equalized—but not reduced in such | 


& manner as to jeopard the right arm designed 
for the preservation of our liberties. 


national honor and safety in war. 


He would ask what gentleman of talents and hon- 
orable ambition would sacrifice life, health, and 
comfort for the mere pay and emoluments of an 
officer in the naval service ? 


the sums first proposed by the honorable chair- 
man of the select committee were rather too high; 
and with some slight alterations he felt favorabl 

disposed towards the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Wise.) He had 


heard it advanced that it was a dangerous princi- | 


ple to countenance the raising of a salary. Why, 
there was atime when the highest class of vessels 


in our ne was a sloop of war. As our coun- 
try and our} 


along with them. 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


avy increased, salaries must increase 
He suggested to his friend 
ATMOUGH] the expe- 





om the use of locomotive instead of | 


The present | 
proposition was a plain one, and he trusted it | 


He also | 
dwelt on the importance of the naval service, in | 
the protection of our commerce in peace and our | 
It was not, | 
with him, and he trusted not with other members | 
of the House, a calculation of dollars and cents. | 


’ Mr. S. said he ac- | 
corded with the sentiment already expressed, that | 
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of the provisions embraced in the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Virginia, { Mr. 
Wise.) 

The CHAIR decided that this would not be in 
order. 

Mr. WATMOUGH observed that he was par- 
ticularly desirous, and he believed alarge portion 
of the membees of the House were desirous, that 
this billshould bedisposed of incommittee to-day, 
and laid before the House. His amendment was 
then read as follows: 

‘The senior captain, when commanding a 
squadron, four thousand five hundred dollars, 
when on other duty, four thousand dollars; when 
on leave, or waiting orders, three thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

** All other captains, when commanding squad- 
rons in chief, four thousand five hundred dollars; 
when commanding squadrons, and under the 
command of a superior officer, or when acting 
as Navy commissioners, four thousand dollars; 
when of five years’ standing, and command- 
ing vessels for sea service, or navy-yards, coast 
stations, or acting as captain of a fleet, three 
thousand five hundred dollars; when on other 
duty, three thousand dollars; when on leave or 
waiting orders, two thousand five hundred dol- 
lars; when under five years, and commanding 
vessels for sea service, or navy-yards, coast sta- 
tions, or acting as captain of a fleet, three thou- 
sand two hundred and fifty dollars; when on 
other duty, two thousand eight hundred dollars; 
when on leave of absence, or waiting orders, two 
thousand five hundred dollars.’’ 

Mr. WISE then moved the following as an 
amendment to the above: Strike 
the word ** The,” in the first line, and insert, 

‘Captains, when waiting orders, three thou- 
sand dollars; when on duty, three thousand seven 


squadron, four thousand five hundred dollars.’’ 

Strike out from the 28th to the 34th line, inclu- 
\| sive, and insert, 

‘* Master commandants, when waiting orders, 
|| two thousand dollars; when on duty, two thou- 
sand five hundred dollars.’’ 

Strike out from the 36th tothe 47th line, inclu- 
sive, and insert, 

‘* Lieutenants, when waiting orders, one thou- 
sand dollars; when on duty, one thousand five 
| hundred dollars.’’ 

Strike out from the 99th to the 104th line, in- 
clusive, and insert, 

‘¢ Sailing-masters, when waiting orders, eight 
hundred dollars; when on duty, one thousand 
three hundred dollars.’’ : 

Strike out from the 112th to the 116th line, in- 
clusive, and insert, 

‘** Passed midshipmen, waiting orders, six hun- 
dred dollars; when on duty, seven hundred and 
fifty dollars.”” 

Strike out from the 122d to the 128th line, in- 
elusive, and insert, 

‘* Midshipmen, waiting orders, five hundred 
dollars; when on duty,~six hundred and fifty 
dollars.”’ 

Strike out from the 136th to the 143d line, in- 
clusive, and insert, 

‘** Boatswain, gunner, carpenter, sailmaker, and 
armorer, when waiting orders, seven hundred 
dollars; when on duty, eight hundred dollars.”’ 

Strike out from the 118th to the 121st lines, in- 
clusive. 

The CHAIR here remarked, that inasmuch as 
the chairman of the select committee [Mr. War- 
MouGH] had introduced an amendment to his 
amendment, giving it the second degree, according 
to the strict letter of the rules of the House, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 








be, therefore, inadmissible. But, if no objection 
was raised to the proceeding, he would entertain 
the motion. 

No objection being made, the discussion pro- 
ceeded. 

Mr. SPEIGHT remarked that, as there ap- 
peared to be but little difference in many points 
|| of the two amendments, and particularly as to the 
'| pay of a captain in command of a squadron, he 
| suggested to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
| Wise] the propriety of leaving that point as it 
| was in the amendment of the chairman of the 
| select committee. 


Soro centelipersanutiiessessonenauosesemee=uillivionaqpestennutsarmntsipporesmenag-usso=anesaratipysanpasageneyraleaseppnanmasanpaaanrpeseeadte 


| of his own. 


out all after | 


hundred and fifty dollars; when in command of a | 


Wise] would come under the third degree, and | 





_™ 


diency of engrafting in hisownamendmentsome | Mr. WISE said there was an essential différ- 








ence in the two amendments. His amendment 
struck out the word * senior,’’ makiug ne dis- 
tinction of grade in the rank of captain. 
Mr. REED spoke briefly in favor of rv taining 
a distinction becween the senior and junior eap- 
tains of the Navy. 
After some remarks from Mr. WA TMOUGH, 
Mr. WISE, to prevent confusion and prolix- 
ity, proposed to substitute his amendment for so 
much of the amendment of the honorable chair- 
man of the select committee as relates to cap- 
tains. 
Mr. WATMOUGH then followed in opposi- 
tion to the amendment last offered, and in support 
He said the subject-grade in ques- 
tion he could not consent to relinquish. He asked 
who this new proposition came trom ? Not from 

' such as fought our battles so gallantly at Tripoli, 
and subsequently. With such he had consulted. 
It did not originate with the gentleman himself, 
[Mr. Wise;] for he was aware the subject was 
entirely new to the honorable member. He did 
not impugn the motives of that gentleman; but 
hoped he would not insist on this proposition, 
which he deemed fraught with the most detri- 
mental consequences to the moral feeling and 
well-being of the naval service. 

Mr. WISE replied. He had but one feeling in 
this matter, and that was a warm feeling of friend- 
ship for the general features of the bill, and for 

| the benefit of the American service. He said it 
was true this proposition did not originate with 
him. Hisattention had been called to the subject 
since he had belonged to the Naval Committee, by 
brave and worthy members of our naval service. 
He continued, at some length, to advocate and 
sustain the propriety of his amendment. 

After some explanatory conversation between’ 
Messrs. HARPER, WISE, and SPEIGLHIT, 
| Mr. SPEIGHT called for information from the 
| chairman of the select committee [Mr. War- 

mouGu] by what law or authority such a distine- 
tion was made as that of senior and junior captain 
in the naval service. 

Mr. WA TMOUGH said he was happy to give 
the gentleman the information sought for, and 
referred to the law of 1799, and also a resolution 
of the Congress of 1776, in which a distinction 
was made between captains of fire years’ stand- 
ing or less. 

Mr. WISE contended that the law and reso- 
lution referred to did not bear the gentleman out 

| in the creation of different grades in the rank of 
captain. That was the highest rank inour Navy, 
and there could be no promotion above it. 

Mr. HARPER briefly expressed his conclu- 
| sion, after mature deliberation, to support the 
amendment of his colleague, [Mr. Warmoven.] 

Mr. MANN spoke at length on the general 
principles of the bill, deprecating the course which 
had been pursued in bringing the subject in its 
present shape before the House. 

Mr. REED followed in favor of the amend- 
ment of the chairman of the select committee; 
and also by Mr. PEARCE; but the length of 
their remarks renders it impossible to present 
them in this day’s paper. 

On motion of Mr. WARD, the committee then 
rose, reported progress, and obtained leave to sit 
again; 

When the House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, December 19, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 

Mr. BARBER, of Connecticut; 

Messrs. MITCHELL, HARD, CAMBRE- 
LENG, and BEARDSLEY, of New York; 

Messrs. CHAMBERS and GALBRAITH, of 
Pennsylvania; 

Messrs. STODDERT and THOMAS, of Ma- 
ryland; 
i} tanine GORDON, TAYLOR, and MASON, 
| of Virginia; 

Mr. GRIFFIN, of South Carolina; 

Messrs. BEATY and LETCHER, of Ken- 
tucky; 

aauee DICKINSON and LEA, of Tennes- 
see; 

Messrs. MITCHELL and KILGORE, of 
|| Ohio; : 
‘| [Mr. Mrreuexe presented sundry depositions 
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felating to the claim of Adam Smith, for work 
and labor done on the Cumberland road, west of 
Zanesville, accompanied with a sample of metal 
exhibited by him; all of which were referred to 
the Committee of Claims. ] 

Mr. KINNARD, of Indiana; 

Mr. CAGE, of Mississippi; 

Mr. MURPHY, of Alabama; 

Mr. ASHLEY, of Missouri. 


CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a me- 
morial of a convention recently held in Baltimore, 
composed of delegates from the States of Vir- 

inia, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Maryland, and the 
Histrict of Columbia, asking an appropriation of 
money in aid of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal 


Company; which, on motion <7 Mr, Mercer, | 


was committed to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 
RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making an appropriation to pay the claim 
of Josiah Frost, of Alleghany county, Maryland, 


on account of his contract for the repairs of a | 


portion of the Cumberland road. 


On motion of Mr. LOVE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of allowing James Barnet, a lieutenant 
in thf revolutionary army, half pay for life, 
allowing a credit for what he has received as 
commutation. 


On motion of Mr. HAMER, by leave, it was 

Resolved, That the select committee, to whom 
was referred so much of the President’s message 
as relates to the election of President and Vice 
President of the United States, be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of so amending the 
Constitution as to provide for the election of Pres- 
ident and Vice President by a direct vote of the 
people in districts; the number of districts in 
each State to be equal to the number of Senators 
and Representatives to which each State may be 
entitled in Congress,and each district having one 
vote; the election of said officers in no event to 
devolve upon Congress; no person who has been 
elected President to be again eligible to that office; 
and that no Senator or Representative shall be 
nominated or appointed to any office of trust, 
honor, or profit, under the authority of the United 
States whilst holding a scat in Congress. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for deepening the bar 
of Pensacola bay, according to the report of the 
engineers of the United States, and that of the 
Secretary of the Navy, made at the last session 
of Congress. 


DUTIES ON LOCOMOTIVES, ETC. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by | 


Mr. Crayton, was again taken up: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and | 


Means inquire into the expediency of reporting 
a law for the purpose of remitting the duties on 
locomotive engines, railroad car-wheels, with 
rolled-iron tires, axles, springs, &c., already im- 
ported, or which may hereafter be imported 
within two years. 

Mr. EWING, of Indiana, continued the re- 
marks which he commenced yesterday, but, from 
the low tone of voice and the difficulty of hear- 
ing in the Hall, the reporter is unable to give a 
connected view of what he said. 


Mr. RENCHER desired to explain the reasons | pending duties upon objects that happen to suit 


which would govern his vote. e was opposed 
to the resolution mainly because the friends of 
the tariff objected to it. The 


the only reason which would induce him to vote 
‘for sending this inquiry to the Committee on 
Manufactures instead of the Committee of Ways 
and Means; and he would vote to lay the propo- 
sition on the table but for the respect which he 
entertained for the mover, [Mr. CLayton.] He 
was unwilling to do anything which might en- 
danger the ry whicn prevailed on the 
subject of the tariff. So far as the resolution 


| measure we may 
improvements. fF 


| His main objection to the resolution, however, 


/acter usually favored 


| ing it on the table. 


| if it should appear that the object sought by the 
| resolution so interferes with the tariff question 


look upon itasa | 
direct blow aimed at the tariff. This was almost || 


| comes before the House. 


| related to railroad iron already imported, the 


friends of the tariff could have no objection to it; 
but it went further, and looked to future importa- | 
tions, and in that view substantially changed the 
tariff, and was a palpable departure from, and an 
infringement of, the compromise act of 1832. | 
Why (he inquired) should we remit the duties 
in order to favor these wealthy joint stock rail- 
road companies? Why should they be exclu- | 
sively exempted from the necessary burdens | 
imposed by the Government upon its citizens? | 
Other portions of the community might thereby 
be subjected to even greater exactions. 
It had been said that by the adoption of this | 
ee the cause of internal 
e was opposed to it on that | 
round, because it was an attempt to do that in- 
irectly which we have no power to do directly. 


was, that it was an invasion of the compromise 
act of 1832. He had received that compromise in 
good faith, and would not, therefore, do anything | 
to disturb it. For these reasons, he would vote | 
to send the inquiry to that committee which was | 
most acceptable to the friends of the tariff. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said, that this was a mere 
resolution for an inquiry, and therefore of a char- 
y the House. On that | 
ground he had voted the other day against lay- | 
But, although it might be of | 
some importance, it was not, in his estimation, | 
sufficiently so to authorize a protracted debate, to | 
the exclusion of other subjects of much greater 
interest. [t was now quite manifest, as well from 
the debate which had already taken place, as from | 
the anxiety indicated this morning to address the | 
Chair upon the subject, that a long discussion | 
might be looked for before any vote could be had 
on the resolution. Under such circumstances he | 
thought the proposition ought to be laid on the | 
table, and he would make a motion to that effect. 
He was not actuated by any considerations con- 
nected with what was called the compromise act 
of 1832. He did not believe that the legislation 
of the country ought to be trammeled or control- 
led by that act, or that we are bound in honor to 
regard that measure as sacred. He was not dis- 


posed to disturb the act referred to; but he did | 


not predicate his present motion upon any con- 
sideration having reference to its obligatory char- 
acter upon the House. He repeated, in conclu- 
sion, that his object in moving to lay the propo- 


sition on the table was to arrest an unnecessary | 


and prolonged discussion. 

Mr. CLAYTON asked the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Bearpstey] to withdraw his 
motion until he could reply to the remarks of the 


| gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr.Rencuer.] | 


The motion was withdrawn. 


Mr. C. said he would remind the House, that 
' the resolution was merely one of inquiry, and 
be known, until the in- | 


that it could not possibly 
quiry was made, whether it did interfere with the 
compromise or not. He was free to say that, if it 
did, he would surrender the question; for he hoped 


| he should be among the last men who would dis- 


turb the settlement of a matter entered into so 
solemnly, and that had quieted such distracting 
agitations. But it was not true, in his opinion, 
that it did disturb that question. Similar appli- 
cations had come from the tariff interest. 
road iron had been exempted from duties on 
their exclusive solicitation. A large proportion | 
of the friends of the present measure belonged to 
that side; let an inquiry therefore be made, and 


as to disturb the compromise, it will no longer 
have his support; but he should hope to hear no 
more from that side of the question about sus- 


their particular convenience, as in the case of rail- 
road iron. Let us have no more applications for | 
relief when it answers their purpose, and then a | 
loud complaint when a measure precisely similar | 


The gentleman from North Carolina seemed to | 
think that the resolution favored the very doc- | 
trines against which the South has been so Jong | 
contending—namely, protection. _If he (Mr. C.) | 
thought so, he surely would abandon it as quick | 
as he could get away from it; but he thought he | 
could convince the gentleman himself that that 
idea was erroneous. He did not consider the 





ail- | 


| present duties on the objects contained in his res- 
| olution as revenue duties; they were not intended 
| for the support of the Government, but were ex. 


‘| clusively designed to protect those articles. So 


| far, then, he considered he was assailing an un- 
lawful, and he meant by that expression an un- 

constitutional, provision. He was only asking a 
| simple repeal of a law which was passed in dero- 
gation of the great interest which he represented, 
If, when the law was about to be passed, it would 
be a good argument against it to say that it greatly 
prejudiced the agricultural interests of the South, 
that it was invading their rights, surely it was 
legitimate to come here and ask a suspension of 
the duties for a limited time in favor of those 
rights. He did not ask protection of those inter- 
ests; and he only asked a restoration of those 
| privileges of which they had been robbed. This 

was the proper view of the yee But for 
these duties, that had been laid for the express 
purpose of a particular class, the great agricul- 
tural and planting South could have gone on to 
erect railroads, and procured the materials neces- 
sary for that object, without taxation; and now 
that they ask to have these taxes suspended, it 
is conceived they are in favor of protecting cer- 
tain interests in the country! No, sir, it 1s not 
protection, it is matter of right we ask; and the 
apparent disposition to refuse it shows how soon 
that will be considered as a right, by an exclu- 
sive interest, which was originally yielded to it 
as a matter of favor. He repeated, that, if he 
thought his motion went cither to support the 
protective system, or to disturb the compromise, 
and in the compromise he considered the whole 
American system involved, not on the tariff, but 
internal improvement, he should abandon it with- 
out delay; and if his resolution is rejected on 
either of these grounds, he shall be perfectly sat- 
isfied, and shall henceforth consider it as proof, 
assuming the authority of precedent, of the first 
solemn determination of Congress to sustain the 
compromise. Now, go it which way it may, he 
would be content. 

Mr. BINNEY said there were misapprehen- 
sions on the subject. It had been supposed that 
the résolution related in part to railroad iron. 
Such was not the fact. Another misapprehen- 
sion was, that railroad iron was now subject to 
duty. This was also a mistake. That descrip- 
tion of iron, when imported by corporations,was 
not dutiable under our statute. The simple ques- ~ 
tion was, whether this subject should be submit- 
ted for investigation to the Committee on Manu- 
factures, or to that of Ways and Means? Some 
| remarks which had fallen from various members 
of the House rendered it imperative on him to 
express an opinion on the subject. Whatever 
that opinion might be, he did not conceive that 
it should involve any principle for or against 
the interests conserved, by either of those com- 
mittees. In the first place, this same subject, at 
| the last session of Congress, had been referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. He would 
now consider it a reproach to that committee to 
take it out of its hands. The investigations of 
that committee had already resulted in the pro- 
duction of « bill bearing directly upon the sub- 
ject in debate. Mr. B. contended that this was 
not a measure for giving money for the promo- 
tion of internal improvements, or the protec- 
tion of American manufactures, It was to take 
away a tax levied by the revenue laws of the 
country, and he believed it strictly belonged to 
| the Committee of Ways and Means. Mr. B. 
said he had = received a communication from 
an individual engaged in the manufacture of loco- 
motive engines for the use of railroads, which he 
should, in due time, lay before the House. The 
communication of this individual, whom he had 
known for thirty or forty years past, would, if 
' no other consideration had, have convinced him 
of the propriety of referring this subject to the 
| committee of which he was a member—that of 
Ways and Means—which he believed as capable 
as any other of acting and deciding on its general 
|merits, no matter what interests it might in- 
volve. 

Mr. DICKERSON followed on the opposite 
| side of the question, contending that the subject 
| properly belonged to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. He answered many of the arguments 
advanced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
and concluded by remarking, that, as it was 
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evident this question was about to open the whole || 
tariff question, he would move to lay the resolu- || ‘The joint resolution authorizing the sale of a 
tion on the table. || lion and two horses, received as a present by the 

Mr. D., however, at the request of Mr. Bur- || American Consul at Tangier from the Emperor 
ces, (who promised to renew it,) withdrew the || of Morocco, was read a third time, amended on 


otion. . Ith ti f Mr. A ,of M ‘ 
Mr. BURGES strenuously contended that this | en che Fons ee ony Se NEN 


was a proper subject for the Committee on Man- 
eramerae for that committee only. It had } OLAS os COLEMAN. 
been frequently said in the course of this debate 1] The bill for the relief of Nicholas D. Coleman 
that this matter was liable to conflict with some | was read a third time, and passed. 

rovisions of what was called the ‘‘ Compromise.” | D. KILBURN. 


.. i 

ir, (said Mr. B.,) [ have little to say -' || The bill for the relief of D. Kilburn was taken 

compromise. The people have notcompromised; ||, 4 lengthy discussion ensued, in which 
essrs. WHITTLESEY of Ohio, WARD- 


and the time must come — - — ae. | 
ments must be swept away by the loud voice of | worry . , 
public opinion. Gentlemen might prepare them- || pon thd BURGES, prc CHIL 
selves for that event, for come it must and come alias any question -e on ane ee 
it would. They might make up their minds | gine of the bill 

| 5 ’ 


for this‘event, for the labor of the country | Mr. PARKS, by consent, moved that when the 


could not succumb to the interest of Europe, or || ypc . ; : 
the prejudices of the South. Mr. B. proceeded | Sere arnt, wr oe n to meet again on 
> > . 


to a discussion of the relative strength of the cast | : 
and rolled iron of this countr coal of Europe; | The House then adjourned. 
some of the latter of which, brought into this | <4) wey = 
country under the name of rolled iron, was no | 
better than cast—nay, it could be more gai 
compared to the ice that congeals from the roofs 
of your houses! He contended that the intro- 
duction of this European manufacture would | 
eril the lives of our fellow-citizens, while we || 
could have no legal redress for any accidents that | CLAY, and PORTER. ; 
might occur from the defect of the materials. He The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
concluded by again repeating that he had noth- || ate a memorial from the convention lately assem- 
ing to do with that false oan cowardly arrange- || bled at Baltimore, praying further aid from Con- 
ment so often called the ‘* compromise.’ | gress for the continuation and completion of the 
Mr. B. then renewed the motion to lay the res- || Chesapeake and Ohio canal; which was referred 
olution.on the table; which was decided in the || to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
affirmative, as follows—yeas 123, nays 85: || Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from a 
YEAS — Messrs. John Quincy Adams, John || number of merchants and others in New York, 
Adams, Heaman Allen, Chilton Allan, William requesting the aid of Congress in fitting out an 
Allen, Banks, Barber, Barnitz, Baylies, Beards- || exploring expedition to the South Seas; which 
eye Doeey prety See noe eens a ‘| was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Burd, Burges, Burns, Chambers,Chaney, Chilton, | apr 
William Clark, Corwin, Cramer, Coethen, Dar- pe Terr Tron 
lington, Amos Davis, Day, Denny, Dickson, The following resolutions were submitted: 
Dickerson, Evans, Horace Everett, Fillmore, By Mr. HILL: 
Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, Galbraith, Garland, Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
Gillet, Grennell, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, Hal- || be requested to transmit to the Senate, as early as 
may be practicable, the number and the arfhount 


sey, Hannegan, Hard, Hardin, Joseph M. Har- 
of Navy and military Virginia revolutionary land 


pers Harrison, Hathaway, Hazeltine, Heath, 
enderson, Heister, Howell, Ebenezer Jackson, || warrants, now on file for scrip in the General 
Land Office; the names of the individuals who 


Jarvis, William Cost Johnson, Richard M. John- 
son, Noadiah Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kinnard, || performed the service; and also the names of the 
Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lay, Thomas Lee, | persons or agents who filed the warrants, or are 
Love, Lyon, ae Mann, Joel K. Mann, Mar- || interested in the same. 
tindale, Marshall, Moses Mason, McKennan, Also, that the Secretary of the Treasury be 
McKim, McLene, McVean, Miller, Milligan, || further requested to inform the Senate the 
Miner, Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Mor- || amount of suspended Navy and military Virginia 
zn Muhlenberg, Osgood, Page, Parks, Parker, || revolutionary onsen land scrip now lying in the 
atterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Pierson, || General Land Office; the names of individuals 
Pinckney, Pope, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Schenck, |! who performed the service; and the names of the 
Shinn, Slade, Sloane, Smith, Standefer, Steele, || persons or agents now claiming said scrip, and 
Stewart, Sutherland, William Taylor, Francis || the reasons for suspending the delivery of the 
Thomas, Thomson, Tompkins, Turner, Tweedy, || same. 
Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wagner, Ward, Web- | By Mr. LINN: 


ster, Whallon, Frederick Whittlesey, Elisha ||  pesolved, That the Committee on Claims be in- 


Whittlesey, Wilson, and Young—123. l| ae inquire into th di f maki 
NAYS—Messrs. John J. Allen, Archer, Ash- || aunannen 30 Seapery Seapine Sapar ay Se Sy 


a ; | an appropriation to compensate Augustus Jones 
ley, Beale, Bean, Binney, Briggs, Bunch, Bynum, ppm P > Z 
, 


; . a | marshal of Missouri, for services rendered the 
Cage, Cambreleng, Campbell,Carr,Casey, Chinn, | public in detecting and breaking up bands of 


Claiborne, Clay, Clayton, Clowney, Coffee, Con- || counterfeiters, who were flooding the country 
nor, Crane, Davenport, Deberry, Dickinson, | with spurious money; and that said committee 
Dunlap, Ewing, Felder, Ferris, Foster, William | ¢a}j on the Secretary for information relating to 
K. Fuller, Gamble, Gholson, Gordon, Graham, || ;his subiect. 

Grayson, Griffin, Hamer, James Harper, Haw- | : MLINSON: : 

Eins, Hawes, Hdbberd, Mantington, Inge, Wil- | Resotoed "That the Committee on Revolution- 
liam Jackson, Kavanagh, Kilgore, King, Luke | ary Claims be instructed to inquire into the ex- 


Lea, Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, Loyall, Lucas, ediency of compensating Phineas Taylor, of 
= - - . ? ’ 
Manning, Mardis, John Y. Mason, May, Mc Saker, in the State of Connecticut, for a horse 


Carty, McComas, McKinley, Moore, Murphy, : : 
Patton, Peyton, Pickens, Fronklin Pierce, Polk, _and other property taken from him for public 
Rencher, Reynolds, Robertson, William B. Shep- || use during the revolutionary war. 
ard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Spangler, Speight, || By Mr. BLACK: , 
Stoddert, William P. Taylor, Philemon Thomas, || Resolved, That the Postmaster General inform 
Trumbull, Vance, Watmough, Wayne, Wilde, || the Senate whether so much of the act of Con- 
Williams, and Wise—85. || gress, approved 25th June, 1832, as establishes a 
|| mail route from Burnt Corn, in the State of Ala- 
BRIDGE OVER THE POTOMAC. | bama, by Claiborne, Clarksville, Coffeeville, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter | Washington Court House, Winchester, Ellisville, 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response || Williamsburg, Monticello, and Meadville, to 
to a resolution of the 16th instant, relative to the || Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, has been 
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bridge across the Potomac; which was laid on } carried into effect; and if it has not, what cause” 


table. ; or causes-have prevented it. 
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‘ By Mr. POINDEXTER: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 


directed to procure fifty copies of the American 
Diplomatic Cade, to be retained for the use of the 
Senate. 


This resolution was twice read, and referred to 


the Library Committee. 


By Mr. KING: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing the appointment of an 
ceive evidence of the losses sustained by the in- 
habitants of the now State of Alabama, by the 
invasion of a party of Creek Indians in the year 
1814, when Fort Mims was taken, and those who 
fled there for protection massacred. 


nt to re- 


By Mr. SWIFT: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 


to cause a survey to be taken of the channel 
between the islands of North and South Hero, in 
Lake Champlain, together with an estimate of 
the probable a ip of removing obstructions 
to vessels in sai 

tating the navigation of said lake, by the removal 
of said obstructions; and that he make a report 
thereof to the Senate at the next session of Con- 
gress. 


channel, with a view of facili- 


By Mr. KENT: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military 


Affairs inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation for the immediate commence - 
ment of fortifications on the Patapsco, at the city 
of Annapolis, and at St. Mary’s, all deemed 
essential by the board of engineers, in their 
report, dated the 9th of February, 1821, for the 
security of the cities of Baltimore and Annapolis, 
and for the protection of the commerce of the 
Chesapeake Bay. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 


nance, reported a bill for the relief of Humphrey 
B. Gwathney. 


Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on 


Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Peter H. 
Green. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Com- 


mittee, reported the bill to settle and establish 
the northern boundary line of the State of Ohio, 
without amendment. 


Mr. C. said he would call up this bill for con- 


sideration at the earliest period which was offered 
him. 


Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the bill granting to the State of 
Alabama three - cent. of the net proceeds of 
the sales of public lands; amended to two per 
cent. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. WRIGHT gave notice that to-morrow 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill entitled 
‘* An act in addition to an act to provide more 
effectually for the settlement of the accounts of 
receivers of public moneys,’’ approved March 3, 
1797. 

Mr. LINN gave notice that to-morrow he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill authorizing 
an appropriation to aid in improving the harbor 
at St. Louis. 

THE REGISTER OF DEBATES. 

Mr. BENTON rose and asked the indulgence 
of the Senate for a moment, that he might try an 
issue with Messrs. Gales & Seaton, editors of 
the Congressional Register, by an inspection of 
the record. He had stated, on Thursday last, that 
they had, in their Register, suppressed two of 
his main speeches on the Bank of the United 
States, in 1832, and inserted a falsified account of 
another. This statement seemed to be denied 
in the National Intelligencer of this morning, and 
he had now brought in the Register, Vol. 8, part 
the first, for the session of 1831-’32, to verify 
what he had said. Mr. B. then turned to the 
Register, for the debate of June 8th and 9th, when, 
as the Senate would recollect, he spoke at large 
on the question to engross the bill: he spoke the 
afternoon of one day and the forenoon of the next. 
Of all this, about half a column is in the Register; 
and even that attributed to him things which he 
had not said, and which he disclaimed. The 
eecond suppression was on the return of the bill 
with the veto message, when he again spoke the 
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afternoon of one day and some hours of the next. ] 


Of all this, scarce a paragraph was to be found in 
the Register. It was a speech, however, which 
was well known to the country atthe time, and 
which the Bank of the United States had re- 
viewed, and sgveNnTY-FIVE THOUSAND copies were 
printed and circulated. Mr. B. said the editors 
of the Intelligencer had undertaken to show there 
could he no suppression, because thoy had in- 


serted a great many Jong columns of his speeches | 


in their Register. He said it would not require a | 


ard-stick to measure what they had inserted for | 


1im on these two occasions, when he spoke part 
of two days at each time; a barley-corn would do 
for the measure. ‘They were about the length of 
a barley-corn, as they appeared in the Register. 
The third point that he complained of was, that 
of inserting under his name a falsified account of 
an unpleasant altercation which grew out of the 
debate on the veto message. He had qualified 
that account of that altercation, by the epithets 
which it deserved, on Thursday last, when he 
branded it as an infamous falsification of the truth, 
It was Mr. B.’s intention, at some suitable 
time, to have a committee to examine into these 
Registers, and that with much larger views than 
would relate to the personal injury done to him- 
self. For the present, he had no object but to 
try an issue by inspecting the record: he had 
done this, and showed the volume and page, day 
and year, subject and occasion, on which his 
apueebus were suppressed and falsified. 


MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 


The bill from the House to extend the time for 
issuing and locating military land warrants was 
read twice,and referred to the Committce on Pub- 
lic Lands. 


PRESENTS FROM MOROCCO. 


The joint resolution from the Llouse authoriz- 
ing the sale of the lion and horses presented to 
the United States Consul at Tangiers by the 
Emperor of Morocco was read twice; when 

Mr. CLAY said, as there was no very appro- 
priate committee to which the resolution could be 
sent, he would move to refer the resolution to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, observed, that as the 
presents appeared to be connected with our for- 
eign relations, he thought the Committee on 
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| satisfy claims for spoliations made upon Ameri- 


| 
j 
| 


_have been obtained from France, if we had been 
| willing to institute a commission for mutual com- || 


| the United States chose to discharge these claims 
for the purpose of obtaining a discharge of her 


——$— ——————— 





of the day, the bill to appropriate $5,000,000 to 


can commerce by France prior to 1800. 


Mr. SHEPLEY said: Mr. President, when I 


_ consider the importance of the bill now under 


consideration, I cannot forbear asking again the 
indulgence of the Senate, while I turn to the pub- 
lished documents of this Government, and from | 


| them attempt to show the justice of the measure | 


contemplated by this bill. 

I am aware that it will be but a very limited | 
and imperfect exhibition of the merits of the bill, | 
to occupy the time of the Senate by a dry recital | 
of State papers; and yet, that is nearly all that | | 


propose to do. I shall attempt to show from such || 


documents— 


That the property of our citizens was illegally || 


taken from them by France. 

That their right to have compensation from | 
France was recognized by the United States; that 
it was also admitted by France. 

That France had claims against the United 
States, the justice of which, to some extent, was | 
not denied. 

That compensation for these injuries might | 


pensation for injuries. France offered this. 
That compensation was not obtained, because 


obligations to France. 
The right to compensation was not destroyed 


| by a state of war. | 


Foreign Relations the most appropriate one for | 


the resolution to be sent to. 

Mr. CLAY objected to that reference, as the 
animals, he was informed, were now in this city, 
and the subject was not connected with our for- 
eign affairs. 

Mr. KING replied, that if the Committee on 
Agriculture desired to take charge of the subject, 
(not being himself on the committee,) he had no 
objection. Butas it appeared that our consuls 
and other public functionaries could receive no 
presents from foreign Powers, and in previous 
instances, when induced to do so, rather than 
give offense to those who presented them, they 
had been sent to the Government, he thought the 
committee he had indicated the most suitable one. 
Butif the Agricultural Committee were desirous 


of using the horses, he (Mr. K.) had no objec- 
tion. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee | 


on Agriculture. 
BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 
The bill for the relief of Samuel Smith, Lynn 
Magee, and Semoise, Creek Indians; 

_ The bill authorizing the relinquishment of the 
sixteenth sections for the use of schools, and 
granting other lands in lieu thereof; and | 

The bill for the relief of Susan Marlow; 
_Were read twice, as in Committee of the 
Whole, and severally ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 
ELIZA SIMS. 


A bill for the relicf of Eliza Sims was read and 
referred. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. WAGGAMAN called up the resolution 
with regard to the distribution of the thirty copies 
of the documents relative to the public lands; 
which was agreed to. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


The Senate then proceeded to the special order | 
tes 


For the purpose of showing the character of | 
the injuries inflicted upon our commerce, it will 
be necessary to examine the commercial relations 
between this country and France at that time. 

By the treaty of amity and commerce of the 6th 
of February, 1778, article twenty-third, it pro- 


| vided that it shall be lawful for the subjects of | 


France and the people of the United States ‘* to 


‘sail with their ships with all manner of liberty || 


| and security, no distinction being made who are 
| ‘the proprietors of the merchandises laden thereon, 


‘diction of the same prince, or under several.” 
| ** dnd it is hereby stipulated, that free ships shall also 


‘6 


‘ from any port to the places of those who now are, or 
‘ thereafter shall be, at enmity with the most Christian | 
* King, or the United States.’’ And this ‘* not only | 
‘directly from the places of the enemy aforemen- 
‘ tionetl to neutral places, but also from one place | 
‘ belonging toanenemy to another place belonging | 
‘to an enemy, whether they be under the juris- 


‘ give a freedom to goods; and that everything shall 


* the whole lading, or any part thereof, should ap- | 


’ sero to the enemies of either, contraband goods 


‘ 


The twenty-fourth article enumerates the goods | 
which are to be regarded as contraband. 

The twenty-fifth article prescribes, that in case 
either party shall be engaged in a war, its ships 
and vessels ‘* must be furnished with sea-letters 
‘ or passports, expressing the name, property, and | 


| * bulk of the ship,” according to the form annexed 


to the treaty. This was to be the evidence of the 
property of the ship as respects its national char- 
acter. 

It was during the existence of this treaty, ad- 


L GLOBE. 


be deemed to be free and exempt,”’ ‘‘ although || 


eing always excepted.”’ | 


December 22, 











| The Executive Directory, on the 2d of July, 
|| 1796, declared ‘* that rieutral and allied Powers 


* shall, without delay, be notified that the flag of 
‘the French Republic will treat neutral vessels, 
‘either as to confisc@tion, as to searches or cap- 
‘ ture, in the same manner as they shall suffer the 
‘ English to treat them.” 

And on the 2d of March, 1797, the Directory 
decreed ‘‘ That the French vessels of war and 
‘privateers may stop and carry into the ports 
‘of the Republic neutral vessels which may be 

| * found loaded entirely or in part with merchan- 
‘dise belonging to the enemy.”’ 

The French Minister of the Marine and of 
the Colonies, on the 30th April, 1797, declares: 
** Every American ship must ash a passport and 
‘a (role d’equipage) ship’s roll—I mean a (liste 
‘d’equipage) crew list. ‘Whereas, without these 
‘papers, she ought to be confiscated.’? And he 
gives reasons for it; and yet the passport only 
was required by the treaty, as was afterwards 
admitted by France. 

The Council of Five Hundred, on the 11th Jan- 
uary, 1798, decreed, that ‘* The character of the 
‘ vessel, relative to the quality of neuter or enemy, 
‘ is determined by her cargo.”’ 

An extraordinary tribunal was made the organ 
to decide upon prizes by a decree of the 8th of 
November, 1793, declaring the ‘‘ volidity or in- 
‘ validity of prizes made by privateers, shall be 
‘decided by way of administration by the Provi- 
‘ sory Executive Council.’’ 

All these decrees, and the proceedings under 
them, were notonly in direct violation of the treaty 
and the articles recited, but so far these depreda- 
| tions on our commerce took place before the pas- 
sage of the act of Congress of the 7th of July, 
1798, annulling the treaties. 

The right of the citizens to have compensation 
from France was, as I have said, recognized by 
the United States. 

The Secretary of State, Mr. Jefferson, in a cir- 
cular letter addressed to the merchants, under 
date of August, 1793, says: ** 1 have it in charge 
|*from the President to assure the merchants of 
|‘ the United States, concerned in foreign com- 
‘merce or navigation, that due attention will be 
‘ paid to any injuries they may suffer on the high 
‘seas or in foreign countries, contrary to the law 
‘of nations, or to existing treaties; and that on 
‘their forwarding hither well-authenticated evi- 
‘dence of the same, proper proceedings will be 
‘ adopted for their relief.”’ 

And ina letter to our Minister to Great Brit- 
ain, under date of April 26, 1797, the Secretary 





| says: ‘* That nearly all the vessels, orcargoes, or 
'* both, which are carried in by their privateers, 
| fare condemned by the civil officers on shore. 
| * Besides, when. he (Mr. Adet) mentions unau- 
thorized captures, he cannot refer to the multi- 
'*tude which we complain of, as made in direct 


| § violation of our treaty with France.”’ 


| In the instructions to our Envoys to France, 
under date of July 15, 1797, is this declaration: 
‘** Indeed, the greatest part, probably nvarly all, 
‘the captures and soubecnlinais in question have 

| * been committed in direct violation of that treaty, 

| © or of the law of nations.”’ 

| The President of the United States in his speech 

| of the 8th of December, 1798, speaking of a de- 


mitted by both parties to be then obligatory upon | cree of the Directory, says, ‘‘ 4t enjoins them to 
the parties to it, that the first causes of complaint || ‘conform to all the laws of France, relative to 


arose. 

By a decree of the National Convention of 
France, of the date of May 9, 1796, it is declared: 
*Art. 1. The French ships of war and priva- || 
‘teers may arrest and bring into the ports of the || 
‘ Republic the neutral vessels which shall be laden | 
‘ wholly or in part, either with articles of provisions || 
‘belonging to »sutral nations, and destined to an 


'*enemy’s port, or with merchandises belonging | 


‘to an enemy.”’ 


| feruising and prizes; while these laws are them- 
‘selves the sources of the depredations of which 
‘we have so long, so justly, and so fruitlessly 


| *complained.”’ 


So perfect was the right ofthe citizens to have 
compensation regarded, that in the instructions, 
under date of 22d October, 1799, to our Envoys 
to France, is this clause: 

‘* First—At the opening of the negotiation, you 
‘ will inform the French Ministers, that the United 


The same convention, on the 23d of the same || ‘States expect from France, as an indispensable 
month, declared by decree ‘‘ that the vessels of || ‘ condition of the treaty, a stipulation to make to 


‘the United States are not comprehended in the | 
‘dispositions of the decree of the 9th of May.’’ | 


| This decree of the 23d was repealed on the 28th | 


of May. 
The convention, on the Ist of July, again 
decreed that the vessels of the United States 


| were not comprehended in the decree of the 9th |) 


of May; and the decree of the 27th July again 


the citizens of the United States full compen- 
sation for all losses and damages which they 
shall have sustained by reason of irregular or 
illegal captures, or condemnations of their ves- 
sels and their property, under color of authority 
or commissions from the French Republic or its 
‘agents.”” 

t remains, next, to ascertain whether France 


‘ 


‘ 


** maintained the disposition of that of the 9th i did not admit her obligation to make compensa- 


_— 


, tion. 
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on July 31, 1798, it is stated, that such inform- 
ation has been received as to *‘ leave no room to 
‘doubt, that French cruisers, orsuch as call them- 
‘selves French, have infringed the laws of the 
‘Republic, relative to cruising and prizes.”’ 

And in a decree of the 18th of March, 1799, the 
Executive Directory admits, that the former 
decree ‘‘ in what relates .to the roles d’equipage, 
‘with which neutral vessels ought to be furnished, 
‘has had improper interpretations, so far as con- 
‘cerns the roles d’equipage of American vessels, 
‘and thatit is time to do away the obstacles result- 
‘ing therefrom, to the navigation of vessels of | 
*‘ that nation.”’ ; 

Our Envoys, claiming compensation from 
France, find France also claiming a fulfillment on | 
our part of the treaties; and in their letter of 17th | 
May, 1800, to the Seeretary of State, they say, 
‘‘ Our success is doubtful. The French think it | 
‘hard to indemnify for violating engagements, 
‘unless they can thereby be restored to the bene- 
‘fits of them.’’ The objection here, then, is not to 
making an indemnity, but to making it without 
having the benefit of the same treaties, for the vio- 
lation of which we claimed of them compensation. 

The French Ministers, in their proposal to the 
American envoys, under date 11th August, 1800, 
says: ‘ Thus, the first proposition of the Min- 
‘isters of France is to stipulate a full and entire 
‘ recognition of treaties, and the reciprocal engage- 
‘ment of compensation for damages resulting on 
‘both sides from their infraction.”’ 

If this is not accepted, they then propose ‘* the 
abolition of ancient treaties,” and, in such case, 
** there would be no demand of compensation.”’ 

Here, then, is an offer of compensation for in- | 
juries to our citizens, made by France, but she 
claimed compensation from the United States for 
the non-fulfillment of the treaties, and that the 
compensation should be reciprocal. 

These claims of* France against the United | 
States arose out of our neglect or refusal, as she 
alleged, to fulfill the stipulations of treaties. The 
were, first: the 1]th* article of the treaty of alli- 
ance of 6th February, 1778. This article stipu- 
lated the guarantee sheila be on the part of ‘* the 
‘United States to his Most Christian Majesty, 
‘the present possessions of the crown of France 


‘in America, as well as those which it may ac- | 


‘quire by the future treaty of France.” 


And, secondly, the 17th and 22d articles of the 

By the | 
first of these articles, the privateers and prizes of | 
France might enter our ports and departat pleas- | 


treaty of commerce of the same date. 


ure, and the privateers and vessels of the enemies 
of France were excluded from our ports. And 
the latter article prohibited the privateers of the 


enemies of France from being fitted out in our | 


ports, and sale of their prizes being made in 
them, or even provision furnished more than was 
necessary for their going to the next port. 


| cation of the seventeenth article, ‘* it is therefore 


| and confirmed to have their full force, as if no 
| ever occurred. 


| ‘liquidate the respective losses. 


| ¢ 





The importance of the stipulations to France | 


will be readily acknowledged, when we remember 
that she was at war with England; that she had 


islands in the West Indies to be preserved; that, | 


by having a place of refuge in our ports for her 
armed vessels, she could greatly harass and in- 
jure the very extensive commerce of England in 
the West Indies, take her vessels, and retreat in 
safety with them to our ports. 

Our Government, it is well known, determined 
to maintain a strict neutrality between the’ con- 


tending parties, and refused to France the advant- | 


ages which these treaties gave her; and this 


course was the occasion of great complaint, and | 


of a very sharp correspondence between the Min- 
isters of France and of this Government. 
In the course of the negotiation to settle the 


difficulties between the two nations, our Minis- | 


ters, not being authorized or willing to agree to 


*‘ the reciprocal engagement of compensation for | 
damages resulting on both sides”’ from the breach | 


of the treaties as proposed by France, offered 


finally, in their letter of the 20th of August, 1800, | 
that the ancient treaties should be renewed and | 


confirmed, with certain modifications. 
were, that the articles respecting privateers and 
prizes should be so modified as, upon payment 
of 3,000,000 francs within seven years, no greater 
rights than those of the most favored nations 
should exist; and that the mutual guarantee 
should, for the future, be considered as fulfilled, 
by affording aid to the amount of 1,000,000 of 





These | 


| 
| 


| ©of the eleventh article of the treaty of alliance.”’ 


| “and confirmed. 


say that their proposal to confirm the ancient 
| treaties, and for mutual compensation, ‘‘ did away 
all idea of a modification,’’ and that, as the Amer- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


In the deliberations of the Executive Directery '| francs, when either party was attacked; and that 
either party might ‘* exonerate itself wholly from 
‘its obligation by paying to the other, within 
‘seven years, a gross sum of 5,000,000 of francs 
' fin money, or such securities as may be issued 
| *for indemnities;’’ and that ‘* there shall be a re- 
‘ciprocal stipulation for indemnities, and these 
‘indemnities shall be limited to the claims of indi- 
*viduals.’’ It will be noticed here, that the United 
States Ministers do not offer to France any com- 
pensation for the injury to France as a nation, for 
the claims respecting the guarantee and the priv- 












ileges for privateers and prizes for the past. 
The French Ministers, on the 25th of August, 


ican Ministers had proposed an essential modifi- 


‘evident that this note refers to the second part of 
‘the alternative, which consisted of a new treaty, 
‘ without indemnity.’’ 

‘* The French Ministers therefore insist upon 
‘the condition, that all stipulation for indemnities 
‘be laid aside.’’ 

They make the following propositions to our 
Ministers: 

‘© Ist. The ancient treaties shall be continued 


‘ misunderstanding between the two nations had 
‘©2d. Commissioners shall be appointed to 


‘* 3d. The seventeenth article of the treaty of 
‘commerce of 1778 shall be continued in full force 
‘with a single addition, immediately after these 
words, to wit: ‘ And onthe contrary, no shelter 
shall be given in their ports or harbors to such as 
shall have made prize of the subjects of his Ma- 
‘ jesty, or of the citizens of the United States,’ 
‘there shall be added, ‘if it be not in virtue of 
‘known treaties on the day of the signature of the 
‘ present, and subsequent to the treaty of 1778, and 
‘that for the space of seven years. The twenty- 
‘ second article subject to the same reservation as 
‘the seventeenth article. 

‘4th. If, during the term of seven years, the 
‘ proposal to establish the seventeenth and twenty- 
‘second articles be not made and accepted without 
‘ reserve, the award for indemnities determined by 
‘the commissioners shall not be allowed. 

** Sth. The guarantee stipulated by the treaty 
‘of alliance shall be converted into a grant of 
‘succor for two millions. But this grant shall 
‘not be redeemable unless by a capital of ten mil- 
‘lions.”’ 

These proposals not being satisfactory to the 
American Ministers, the French Ministers made, 
on the 4th of September, 1800, proposals anew: 

‘‘ We shall have the right to take our prizes 
‘into the ports of America, 

‘* A commission shall regulate the indemnities 
‘which either of the two nations may owe to the 
‘citizens of the other. The indemnities which 
* shall be due by France shall be paid by the United 


- 


: 
journal, under 12th September, they say, ‘* The 


secured to her. 


| Government is a parental Government. 


| It was bound by ever j ' 
for these citizens, if it could do so consistently 








‘first and third were agreed to, with some modifi- 
‘cation of the third as to the rules of evide nee, 
‘which did not vary its principle.’ The second 
and fourth were considered together, as in some 
measure connected; and, after considerable dis- 
cussion, the French Ministers said, ‘* Unless an 
‘option perfectly similar and reciprocal was as- 
‘sured to the French Republic, the operation of 
‘ which would enable her to get rid of the indemnities, 
‘ by an offer of abandoning the exclusive privileges,’’ 


| they could not agree to it. 


Here it will be noticed that it was agreed that, 
upon the former treaties being confirmed, indem- 
nities should be paid, but France would not yield 


| her exclusive rights under the treaties; but by pay- 
| ment being made to our citizens by their own Gov- 
| ernment, or by a relinquishment of indemnities. Our 


Ministers were not authorized to relinquish the 


| indemnities, or to provide for their payment by 
| the United States; and hence they say on the 


13th September in their journal, that ‘ being now 


| convinced that the door was perfectly closed 
| ‘against all hope of obtaining indemnities with 
| * any modifications of the treaties, it remained only 
| ‘to be determined to attempta temporary arrange- 


‘ment, which would extricate the United States 
‘from the war, or that peculiar state of hostility 


| in which they are at present involved.”’ 


This is not an allegation that indemnity could 


| not be obtained at all, but only that it could not 
| be obtained without a performance on our part of 
| the obligations into which we had entered by our 
| treaties with France. 


Here, then, let us contemplate the condition of 
the negotiation and state of facts admitted by 
both parties. We have seen that the proposals 
of the American Ministers, that the former treat- 


| ies be confirmed, and that there should be mutual 
| indemnities, were agreed to. Butthe French Min- 
| isters would not assent to the Americans only 


having the right to relinquish the indemnities as 


| a consideration for their discharge from the 17th 


and 22d articles of the treaty of commerce. Let 
it be remembered that the claims of France can- 
not be regarded as destroyed by the act of July 
7, 1798, annulling the treaties, even if we admit 


| that one party toa treaty can annul it bya legis- 


lative act. Both parties to the treaties admitted 


| their validity until that act of 1798 was passed. 


For five years before the treaties were declared 
by the United States to be annulled, France had 
not had the benefit of the peculiar privileges 
Not that the Administration of 
that day is blamed; it might be wise to refuse to 
grant these privileges, and rely upon making a 
proper recompense, or upon finding an excuse 
for refusing it in the wrongs done tous. Our 
It was 
framed and exists for the promotion of the hap- 
piness of the people—for the protection and secu- 
tity of the rights and property of the citizens. 
duty to obtain indemnity 


with its duties to other citizens. It could have 





‘ States. And, in return for which, France yields 
‘the exclusive privilege resulting from the seven- 
‘teenth and twenty-second articles of the treaty 
‘of commerce, and from the rights of guarantee 


The American Ministers answer on the 6th of 
September, and say these proposals are inadmis- 
sible. ‘* The nearest approach to them’? is 

‘‘1st. The former treaties shall be renewed 





©2d. The obligations of the guarantee shall 
‘be specified and limited as in the first paragraph 
‘ of their third proposition of the 20th of August. 

‘© 3d. There shall be mutual indemnity and a 
‘ mutual restoration of captured property not yet 
‘definitely condemned, according to their fifth 
‘and sixth propositions of that date. 

** 4th. If, at the exchange of ratifications, the 
‘ United States propose a mutual relinquishment of 
‘indemnity, the French Republic will agree to the 
‘same; and in such case the former treaties shall 
‘ not be deemed obligatory, except under the sev- 
‘enteenth and twenty-second articles of that of 


| commerce, the parties shall continue forever to 


‘have for their public ships of war, privateers, 
‘and prizes, such privileges in the ports of each 
‘other as the most favored nation shall enjoy.’ 





The American Ministers requested a confer- 
ence to consider these propositions; and in their 


| treaties. 
| for these classes by causing their losses to be 


obtained compensation for them without impos- 
ing any heavier burden upon other citizens than 
a performance of the duties enjoined by existing 
Or it might have obtained indemnity 


made good by all the citizens; that is, by the 


| nation, as a considgration of a discharge from 
| the treaty stipulations. 
| the consideration for the discharge of the treaty 
| stipulations should be borne by the whole, and 
| not by a portion—and an unfortunate poruon— 


Was it not just, that 


of its citizens? This Government cannot plead 
that it will not obtain an indemnity for its citizens 
| of France, because France had claime against the 
United States of a national character to a like 
amount. It should keep the claims of the citizens 
against France separate from the claims of a na- 
tional character against itself. If France had 
claims against the United States, those should 
have been satisfied by the whole people of the 
United States; and to make use of such claims 
against itself as an excuse for not obtaining com- 
pensation for losses incurred by a portion of its 
citizens, is to impose upon that small portion the 
burden which should be borne by the whole. It 
is, in effect, to take private property for public 
| uses without just compensation. 
And if this has been done, the claimants are 
| entitled to a fair compensation. 
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negotiators, but they postponed the further dis- 
cussion of the claims, on each side, to a future 
day, and on the 30th of September concluded and 
signed a treaty, the second article of which is as 


3 follows: 
* ‘** Anr.2,. The Ministers Plenipotentiary of the 
t ‘two parties, not being able to agree at present 
A ‘respecting the treaty of alliance of the 6th of 
=| ‘ February, 1778, the treaty of amity and com- 
a | ‘merce of the same date, and the convention of 
a ‘the 14th of November, 1788, nor upon the 
if ‘indemnities mutually due, or claimed, the par- 
aia ‘ties will negotiate further on these subjects | 
; | ‘ata convenient time; and until they may have | 
ee ‘agreed upon these points, the said treaties and 
ihe ‘ convention shall have no operation, and the rela- 
a * tions of the two countries shall be regulated as 
oa ‘ follows.”’ 
| On the 3d of February, 1801, the treaty was 
a ratified by the Senate, ‘* provided the second 
ib a4 article be expunged,’’ and by adding an article 


zy limiting the operation of the treaty to a term of 

% ; eight years. 

. * On the 31st of July, 1801, it was also ratified 
on the part of France—agrecing to the limitation, 
and to “the retrenchment of the second article, 

” ‘provided that by this retrenchment the two 

‘ States renounce the respective pretensions which 

‘are the object of the said article.’’ 

On the 19th of December following, the treaty 
was again submitted to the Senate, which “ re- 


‘as fully ratified.” 

This is the history of the final discharge of 
France from all obligation to compensate our citi- 
zene for losses. It was effected by the act of this 


BE Sal 


1 Government in expunging the second article of 
a the convention, and regarding it as fully ratified, 
pias with the express provision annexed by France, 

i ) 


that it was a renunciation, by each nation, of 
its claims. Thus, also, the United States were 

é forever discharged from the onerous burdens of 
iP the ancient treaties, and from all claim of indem- 
: nity for refusing to France the privileges which 
they secured to her. 

And at the same time, and by the same act and 
¥ instrument, these claimants were forever deprived 
of obtaining that indemnity from France which, 





ae! 


had been connected with any subject of national 
grievance, they most certainly would have ob- 


a more direct surrender of an admitted claim, 
as a consideration of the release of an obligation. 
France always offered to set off one class of claims 
a against the other ; the Envoys of the United States 
refused it ; the Senate and the French Govern- 
ment agreed to it, and accomplished it. 

Nor was the right to compensation destroyed 
by a state of war. Neither nation regarded the 
right to claim, nor the obligation to compensates 
as destroyed on account of the existing war. The 
5 United States claimed an indemnity as an exist- 
E ing right; and France admitted the claim to be 
: good. 

J Itis true, that the United States authorized the 
capture of the vessels of France on the high seas, 
but they declared it to be only in defense of the 
persons and property of their citizens. War was 
not declared by either nation. 
vention of 30th September, 1800, the claims on 


4 both sides were by the second article regarded as 
; subsisting and valid. This would not have been 
es done if war had destroyed the right to have a 
ee future negotiation and compensation. France in 
| ae her negotiations declared, as our envoys say, that 
* 


these claims, because she would find herself too 
much exhausted by the war to satisfy them; and 
yet, anxious as she was, she never insisted upon 
a discharge, because a state of war had existed. 

On the 16th August, 1798, the Executive Direc- 
tory declare their wish ** to pursue the friendly 
habits of France towards a people whose liberty 
it defended.*’ And at the same 


Z 


Sait ws ‘ 
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‘having as yet undergone any change which can 


‘injury should be done to the safety and liberty 
‘of the officers and crews of any American ves- 
‘ ’? 

sels. 








* solved, that they considered the said convention | 


if these claims had been kept separate and never | 


tained. The history of negotiation cannot show || 


And in the con- | 


her object was to avoid making compensation for | 


7 period the Min- 
a2 ister of Marine says, ‘‘Our political situation, | 
ie ‘with regard to the United States citizen, not | 


‘affect the respect due to neutral nations,’’ “no | 
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| and ‘transient misunderstanding.”’ 


And in their letter of the 11th of August follow- 
ing, the French Ministers say, ‘‘ that the treaties 
*‘ which united.France and the United States are 
‘not broken; thateven war could not break them; 
‘ but that the state of misunderstanding which has 


‘ existed for some time,’’ ** has not been astate of | 
By saying | 


* war, at least on the side of France.’’ 


the treaties are not broken, the French Ministers 

could not be regarded as intending to say, that 

they had not been in many instances violated, as 

they had both demanded and yielded to a com- 
nsation as proper for sugh violations. 


The Minister of Exterior Relations, Talleyrand, | 


in a letter of August 28, 1798, says: ‘* Therefore, 
‘it never thought of making war against them, 
‘nor exciting civil commotions among them; and 


‘every contrary supposition is aninsull to common 
” 


| * sense. 


On the part of the United States it is well known | 


that she always professed and determined to main- 
tain a neutral position. 
In the instructions to our envoys, 22d October, 
1799, it is said: ‘* This conduct of the French 
| * Republic would have well justified animmediate 
‘declaration of war on the part of the United 


| ‘States; but desirous of maintaining peace, and | 


* still willing to leave open the door of reconcilia- 


| ‘tion with France, the United States contented | 


'*them selves with preparation for defense and 
| * measures calculated to protect theircommerce.’’ 


annullirf& the treaties, say, if it ** had amounted 
‘ to a cause of war, yet, as the wisdom of France 
‘ reconciled it to peace, its application on the prin- 


| * ciple of war to the extinguishment of claims | 


| * would be inexplicable.”’ 
Many other documents might be adduced to 
orove the positions which have been taken, but 
forbear; my object being only to exhibit suffi- 
cient to show the relations of the two nations, 
and the manner in which these claims were dis- 
charged. 
Does it become the United States now to allege 
| that these claims should not be paid by her, for 
other and different reasons than those which 
| France used to avoid compensation? 
| France never seriously maintained that the 
| claims were extinguished by war; and how can 
| the United States now introduce such a defense? 
| As tothe amount of compensation, there may 
/ not be any very certain and definite proof of it. 
It appears, from a letter of the Secretary of State 


date of 22d January, 1827, that there were four 
hundred and forty-four cases then reported to that 
| Department. I am informed that there were one 
| hundred and seventy-five cases filed before the 
commissioners under the Florida treaty, other 
and different from those comprising the four hun- 
dred and forty-four before named, making six 
| hundred and nineteen cases, which are known. 
There are probably others. Five millions, divided 
among the six hundred and nineteen cases, would 


| average. 


It is probable the average value would be much | 


greater than that sum. 


| four cases, the aggregate of which is stated to 
| $2,235,702 59. . 
if all the cases were to exhibit losses as great 


than $11,000,000. 
all the cases were so valuable. 


France, to be released from the stipulations of the 
| treaties, as we have seen, was eight millions 
| franes. 
the extinction of the guarantee, but would offer 
no sum for the relinquishment of her exclusive 
privileges under the treaty of commerce. 


than these sums—as France was anxious to set 
off the claims against the stipulations of the treaty, 
and the United States declined it, until it was done 
as before stated. 

| It may be proper to remark, that these six 
| hundred and nineteen cases are of an entirely 


The French Ministers, in their letter of the 6th || different character, or are alleged to be so, from 


The American Ministers, in a letter dated 20th | 
August, 1800, speaking of the act of Congress || 


to a former chairman of a select committee, under | 


give but little over $8,000 to each case as an | 


There is an estimation of losses accompanying | 
|| eighty-eight out of the four hundred and —. 


as these, the amount of the losses would be more | 
But it is not supposed that 


The amount offered by the United States to | 


France offered to receive ten millions for | 


It may be inferred from this, that both nations | 
considered that the claims would amount to more | 


December 22, 











The indemnities were not abandoned by the || of May, 1800, speak of the ‘* misunderstanding” || those for which recompense was obtained under 


the Louisiana treaty, or under the Florida treaty; 
and if they do not so prove to be, no compensa- 
_ tion can be made by the bill, as it does not provide 
for such as were provided for under those treaties. 
Our debtis paid. Compensation has been secured 
by treaty for all, or nearly all, the injuries which 
our citizens have suffered from other nations. 
Can the high character of this nation for doin 
|| justice to all, at home and abroad, be aalatainel 
without making compensation for these injuries, 
_ which have been the consideration of procuring 
_ for her a discharge from very onerous obligations? 
| If the bill may pass, the only great claim remain- 
_ ing will be satisfied, and the duties of the Govern- 
ment to do justice to all will have been fulfilled, 
| If these claims are just, all fear for evil conse- 
| quences to arise from their allowance may be 
| dismissed. Things are rightly so ordered here, 
| that to do justice to all others is to serve ourselves 
best. 
When Mr. S. concluded, 
Mr. HILL took the floor, and moved an ad- 
journment, but afterwards withdrew the motion. 
The Senate then proceeded, on the motion of 
Mr. POINDEXTER, to the consideration of 
| executive business. 
When the doors were opened, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 22, 1834. 


After the presentation of petitions and memo- 
rials, 

Mr. BYNUM moved the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- 
structed to lay before this House a report of the 
progress of different works of internal improve- 
ment now carried on by the General Government 
in the State of North Carolina, and the amount 
of appropriations expended in the prosecution of 
the same. 

On motion of Mr. DUNLAP, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a post route from 
Bolivar, Tennessee, by Nubbin Ridge, Simpson’s 
Bridge, on Hatcher river, Cypras, Ciamberland, 
Wolfe’s Ferry, on Tennessee river, to William 
Lilly’s, in Harden county, in said State. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
_ the expediency of establishing a post route from 
Campbelltown, Georgia, by way of Jacksonville, 
in Benton county, to Ashville, in St. Clair coun- 
| ty, Alabama. And also a post route from Belle- 
| fonte, in Jackson county, by way of Rollins and 
|| Nicholson’s, in Will’s Valley, and Childress’s 
| Ferry, on Coosa river, to Jacksonville, in Ben- 
| ton county, Alabama. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
|, Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making an appropriation to provide dura- 
ble materials to construct a bridge on the national 
road over the river Wabash, at Terre Haute, 
upon an approved plan, not impedirig or obstruct- 
ing the navigation thereof. 

On,motion of Mr. POPE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an a in aid of the support of 
the marine hospital at the city of Louisville, in 

the State of Kentucky. 

| On motion of Mr. EWING, of Indiana, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
| fairs be instructed to inquire into the justice and 
expediency of making provisions for the widows 
and orphans of such officers and soldiers in the 
service of the United States, as died on the fron- 
tier in the late Indian war with Black Hawk. 


On motion of Mr. MAY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
oe so much of the law in relation to the 
sale of the public lands which prohibits the actual 
| settler from purchasing more than two tracts of 
| forty acres each. 


On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 


























be instructed to 
erecting a light-house on or near Point Wagoo- 
shance, on the strait of Michilimackinac, in 
Michigan Territory. 


ADMINISTERING OATHS. 


The bill to authorize the registers and receivers 
of the public land offices to administer oaths con- 
nected with the entry and sale of the public lands, 
was taken up, and read, as follows: 


** Be it enacted by the Senate and House of = - 
sentatives of the United States of America in - 
gress assembled, Thatit shall be lawful for any reg- 
ister or receiver of any land office of the United States 
to administer any oath that may be necessary, or re- 
quired by law, in the entry or purchase of public 
lands, and to receive therefor such compensation as 
now is, or may hereafter be, allowed for the admin- 
istration of oaths or taking affidavits, by the laws of 
the State or Territoryin whichsuch service may be 
performed; and such affidavit shall be filed in the 
proper land office, as now required by law. 

‘© Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That any 
person who shall willfully and corruptly take any 
false oath before any register or receiver of any 
land office of the United States, in any of the 
cases contemplated in the foregoing section, shall 
be held and deemed guilty of perjury, and, on 
conviction thereof, be punished as in other cases 
of willful and corrupt perjury.”’ 


Mr. LANE moved to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out the words in italics, and inserting the 
following in lieu thereof: 


‘* And it is hereby made the duty of the regis- 
‘ters and receivers of the land offices of the Uni- 
‘ted States to administer all such oaths, and to 
‘fill up all such affidavits (as shall be furnished 
‘to such register and receiver from the proper 
‘Department in the form of printed blanks) as 
‘shall, or may be, necessary or required by law 
‘in the entry or purchase of the public lands, 
‘ without compensation.”’ 


Mr. McCARTY said he was opposed to the 
amendment offered by his colleague, [Mr. Lane.] 
He considered it would be unjust and illiberal on 
the part of the Government to require its public 
officers to perform these additional duties without 
compensation. He said he was in favor of the 
passage of the bill, for it contained provisions that 
would relieve the purchasers of the public lands 
in many districts from much trouble. Instead of 
being under the necessity of hunting up a judicial 
officer to draw up the necessary affidavits and 
administer the oaths required by the existing 
laws, as is now the case, this bill contemplates 
the performance of this duty where it should be, 
at the register’s office where the entry is made; 
he was therefore for the bill. He thought it ought 
to be amended, but that the amendment under 
consideration was objectionable. Mr. McC. said 
he considered it improper to require either the 
payment of this additional expense by the pur- 
chasers of public lands, or the performance of the 
duties without compensation. It was the act of 
the Government that made it requisite that these 
affidavits should be taken; they should therefore 
pay theexpense. He hoped the amendment under 
consideration would not be adopted, and concluded 
by asking the reading of an amendment which he 
sent to the Chair, providing for the payment of 
these additional services by the Government, 
which, if in order, he would offer when the amend- 
ment then before the House was disposed of. 

Mr. LANE was opposed to the amendment of 
his colleague. It would greatly increase the sal- 
aries of these officers, who already received al- 
most the best pay under the Government. They 
were offices which were eagerly sought after, and 
tenaciously held on to, under the present compen- 
sation. Those officers are now paid a salary of 
$500, and one per cent. on the amount of pur- 
chase-money received by them for public lands. 
They are also furnished stationery. Many of 
them receive from $1,500 to $3,000 per annum; 
and if the amendment of his colleague prevailed, 
some of them would receive at least $5,000 per 
annum, and the whole of them would obtain by 
it a greatly increased compensation. By his own 
amendment, he proposed that neither the pur- 
chaser ner the Government should pay the fees 
for administering the necessar soles but that 
the sg | should be performed without fee by 
those who already receive the most ample salary. 





inquire into the expediency of 








Mr. McCARTY replied, that the reason urged 
by his colleague in support of his amendment, 
was, in his estimation, a strong reason why it 
should not pass. I[t is urged (said Mr. McC.) 
that if the officers who are required to perform 
these extra duties should be paid by the Govern- 
ment for the labor alee, it would increase 
their salary some one or two thousand dollars per 
annum, and that this would be too great a de- 
duction from the proceeds of the land sales for | 
the Government to tolerate. If this be true, (which | 
is denied,) what kind of principle do you estab- 
lish? Why, by the doctrine of the gentleman, | 
you impose a duty upon your public agents, | 
worth, in justice and good faith, $1,000 or $2,000 
per annum to perform; but because he i. well paid 
for performing other duties which you have re- | 


| 


quired at his hands by previous laws, you will 


pay him nothing, though it may be necessary, in 

order to perform this duty, to pay away forclerk | 
hire half his salary. This, Mt. Speaker, has | 
not been the principle upow which this Govern- 
ment has ever acted; but I differ (said Mr. McC.) 
very much from the statement of the gentleman 
in reference to the extent of this increase of 
salary “4 the payment of these extra duties. I 
have had something to do with this kind of ser- 
vice myself, and I will venture to say, that the 
compensation for these extra duties, by the allow- 
ance of the ordinary fees, will not increase the 
emolument of the officers of a single land office | 
in the United States to exceed $200 or $300 per | 
annum; but notwithstanding this fact, there were | 
times immediately preceding a public sale, when | 
preémption rights had to be perfected, when it | 
would require more than one or two clerks to 
enable the register to keep pace with the demands 
upon his office, and this must be done with the 
greatest possible dispatch, cost the officer what it 
may. Iam not (said Mr. McC.) in favor of in- 
creasing salaries, but the reverse; but when you 
demand the time and service of a citizen, you 
should pay him a reasonable compensation for 
the serviceS you thus demand and receive. Mr. 
McC. was aware that his colleague was convers- 
ant with the transactions in a particular land 
office; his attention had upon a time been partic- | 
ularly directed that way; but the gentleman knows 
full well that the burdens of his amendment will | 
not fall upon the officers of that office. No, sir; 

those duties will not have to be performed there; | 


much (said Mr. McC.) whether it has ever, in the | 
period of twelve months, or whether it will, in the | 
same period to come, be necessary, unconnected 
with any other subject than the sales of the public 
lands, to take fifty affidavits at the office to which | 
the gentleman has referred; therefore, these offi- | 
cers will have but a small portion of those extra 
duties to perform, and therefore entitled to no 
extra pay. They, it is true, get high salaries, 
and they ought to be brought down, as well as 
many others, to a standard with those who have 
to devote their whole time and attention, and 
receive much less. 

I am not sure (said Mr. McC.) that my amend- | 
ment can be entertained by the House, asit pro- | 
vides for the payment of money, until it is con- 
sidered in committee. 

The SPEAKER replied that it could not. 

Mr. McCARTY. ThenI move to commit the | 
bill to the Committee of the Whole House, in | 
order that it may be properly amended. 

Mr. CLAY hoped that the motion to commit 
would not senate ‘Fhe main object of the bill | 
was to afford facility to the purchasers of the 
public lands, in making their entries and pur- | 
chases. Neither of the amendments was import- 
ant to those most interested, and they would pre- 
fer paying the fee of twenty-five cents to the defeat 
of the bill. In order to insure the passage of the 
act, he had assented to the amendment of one of 
the gentlemen from Indiana, [Mr. Lane.] He 
never could support the amendment of the other 
member from the same State, [Mr. McCarry.] 
A commitment, unless toa day special, would be 
tantamount to a defeat of the measure, and he 
hoped it would not be done. 

r. McCARTY proposed to commit the bill, 
and make it the order for to-morrow. 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan, was opposed to both 
amendments. As a matter of convenience, by 
the original bill the purchaser may either make | 
oath before the registers and receivers, or before | 
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the burden will fall elsewhere; for I doubt very || 
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| a justice of the peace. This was all they would 
| require or expect. 





_sacredly, the public purse-strings. 
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Mr. ASHLEY thought it a trifling matter as it 
regarded the fee for administering the oaths. He 
had no objection to the amendment offered by 
one of the gentlemen from Indiana, | Mr. Lan. ] 
In order, however, to prevent the delay or defeat 
of the bill, by the discussion of unimportant 
propositions, he would move the previous ques- 
uon. 

Mr. A. subsequently withdrew his motion for 
the previous question; when the motion to commit 
was negatived. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, said he hoped 
the first amendment would be adopted, and that 
the amendment last offered would be rejected. 
These officers, the registers and receivers of the 


| public lands, owe their whole time to the public 
| which employs and pays. them. 


if they were 
authorized to administer these oaths, it would be 
the public time, not their own, which would be 
devoted to that service. The last amendment 
offered would operate as a reduction of the price of 
the public lands. Mr. A. said there were already 
propositions enough: before the House for reduc- 
ing the price of the public domain, and for giving 
away the public lands. We hear them daily— 
propositions, he might more properly call them, 
for robbing the public of its lands. Mr. A. said 
itshould not be forgotten that these lands belonged 
to the whole Union; and yet we hear the mon- 


| strous doctrine almost daily advanced that the 


lands should belong to the States in which they 
are located! It was time for those States who 
receive no part of the benefit derived from plun- 


| dering the public domain, to look to their rights. 


He called upon members to hold on to, and guard 
The duties of 
the registers and receivers would not interfere 
with the administration of these oaths. 

Mr. CLAY said that the remarks of the gen- 


| tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] would 
| have been more strictly in order, if made upon 








an occasion in prospect, when the whole subject 
of the public lands would come up for discussion. 
The gentleman seemed to be excited, and spoke 
of the daily attempts en the part of the new 
States to rob the Government of its territory. 
Was this true? The applications made to this 
House generally looked to a reduction of price 
of inferior lands, according to their diminished 
value. The propriety of complying with these 
requests would be a matter of inquiry at the proper 
time. But the gentleman complains that the old 


| States receive no benefit from the disposition of 


the publicdomain. What (said Mr. C.) becomes 
of the millions which are paid into the public 
Treasury by the purchasers of the public lands 
inthe new States? Was not mnch the greater pro- 
portion of money thus paid into the Treasury 
expended for the benefit of the old States? In 
relation to the present bill, its passage was of 
more importance to the purchasers than any con- 
sideration connected with the subject of fees for 
administering the oaths referred to. ‘The prin- 
cipal object was to relieve the purchasers from 
the trouble of hunting up a — officer for 
that purpose, and he trusted the question would 
be taken at once, and the bill be suffered to pass 

Mr. BOON said the amendmentof his colleague 
[Mr. Lane] would operate unequally. By it, 
those receivers and registers who will have much 
the largest salaries will have the least to perform. 
He was anxious that the officers referred to should 
be put upon something like a footing of equality. 

Mr. LANE said his colleague [Mr. Boon] was 
mistaken in supposing that the greatest amount 
of duty under this bill would fall to the lot of 
those who received the smallest salaries. He re- 
ferred to the business of several of the land offices 
to show that in this particular he was correct. 

It was proper that some person acquainted with 
the subject should administer these oaths, and 
hence the receivers and registers had been named; 
but what was most important, they were required 
to perform this duty without fee or reward. He 

eed with the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Apams,] that these officers owed their time 
to the country, and they were well paid for it. 

Mr. MARDIS said the debate which was pro- 

ressing he considered wide of the question. 
he bill proposes to substitute the registers and 
receivers of the public land offices for judicial 
officers, before whom certain oaths or affidavits 
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shall be made. It was also proposed to amend 
this proposition, and require this duty to be per- 
formed without charge to the person making oath; 
and upon this question of mere convenience or 
facility to the purchaser of the public lands, we 
are engaged in a discussion of the whole land 
subject. This was certainly not the time or the 
occasion to enter into a debate upon the future 
disposition of the national domain; and he there- 
fore hoped that the bill now before the House 
would be permitted to progress, 


Mr. Lawe’s amendment was then agreed to, 


and the bill ordered to be engrossed. 
POST OFFICE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 


On motion of Mr. CONNOR, the select com- 
mittee appointed at the last sesson to examine 
and report the situation of the Post Office De- 
partment had leave to sit during the session of 
the House. 

REPORT FROM COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of H. Bright; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

PAY OF THE ARMY AND NAVY. 


The House then resolved itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. 
Brices in the chair) on the bill to equalize and 
regulate the pay of the officers of the Army and 
Navy of the United States, and the amendments 
thereunto proposed by Mr. Watmoveu, as chair- 
man of the select committee, and by Mr. Wise, 
a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PEARCE said he had but few words to add 
to the remarks which he addressed to the com- 
mittee on Friday last. He would be brief; and 
he hoped the example would be followed. He 


professed no spirit of prophecy, but he deemed | 


it no hazard to predic* that, if the bill was not 


passed through the committee to-day, or et fur- | 
thermost to-morrow, its fate would be greatly | 


periled by the delay. Mr. P. then proceeded to 
give the reasoas which induced him to prefer the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Wise] to that of the select commit- 
tee. When he last addressed the committee, it 


appeared that he misconceived the nature of the | 
He sup- | 


duties of a gunner on board of ship. 
posed his station to be at the gun, but he was 
now informed that this officer had charge of the 
magazine, and was placed below to deal out the 
ammunition intime of action. Mr. P. said, how- 
ever, he had nothing to take back in what he had 


said. The importance of the office, in his mind, | 


was in no respect depreciated, but rather en- 
hanced. A man who filled that very responsible 
station should be one of character and respect- 
ability,and his pay should be commensurate with 
his services. Mr. P. next spoke of the import- 
ance of the officer denominated the schoolmaster; 
or, by the amendment of the select committee, 
called the professor of mathematics. He con- 


tended that these should be as competent as any | 


of the professors of our universities, and have 
a corresponding compensation. There once was 
a project afloat, for the establishment of a naval 
school in our country; but for his own part 
he had no hope of living so long as to see 
that object realized. When he reflected on the 
strong fecling—he might say prejudice—exist- 
ing against our Military School at West Point, 
he despaired of ever seeing one established for the 
Navy. Another difficulty was, that, even if the 
project was a popular one, a delegate in the coun- 


cils of the nation from Maryland would probably | 


deem Annapolis a proper location for the school 
—one from Pennsylvania would think Philadel- 
phia its mostcligible site—while he himself would 
doubtless contend that the place of his own resi- 
dence was preferable to all others. Under these 
circumstances the office of schoolmaster on board 
became doubly important in his estimation. He 
next spoke of the pay of surgeons and their 
ene erent the more liberal compensa- 
tion offered by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Wise.] He understood 
these officers were compelled to furnish their own 
medicines, which aan it necessary to ex- 
pend two years’ salary before the commencement 
of an ordinary voyage. Mr. P. said he dic not 
wish to curtail the pay of any officer in the ser- 
vice, but he could not understand what was meant 


|| by the continued reiteration of the importance of 

| commanding officers being enabled to support their 
dignity and the dignity of our Government while 
abroad. 
pay them all that was necessary; but he did not 


conceive it to be proper to take the pay of either | 


French or British officers as a criterion to regulate 


that of ourown. What might be necessary for | 


| the support of Admiral Nelson at Naples he did 
not think would be required by Commodore Rod- 
gers on the same station. The latter would not, 
like the former, have to defray the extravagant 
expenses of the lady of an English nobleman. 
Again, there were other disparaging circumstances 
in the service operating against the junior officers 

of the Navy. They had not the same chances of 
promotion that their seniors have enjoyed, among 
which was the benefit of the wars in which our 
country has ever been engaged. Mr. P. said, he 


certainly could have no feeling conflicting with | 


the interests of the captains. To Commodore 
| Rodgers he felt under peculiar obligations, as 
having done more for his State than any other 
officer in the Navy. Captains Hull and Chauncey 
he looked upon as the next-door neighbors of 
himself and his constituents. Captain Morris he 
considered as the joint property of Rhode Island 
and Connecticut. But some of the senior officers 
of the Navy have already enjoyed an opportunity 
that probably will never fall to the lot of the juni- 
ors—that of making fortunes by the transporta- 
tion of specie. ‘The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Mann] had advocated the reduction of the 
salaries of the officers of the Army. This, Mr. P. 


to the advance which had been made in the pay 


the heads of Departments, all of which had been 
advanced at least one-third; while that of our 
naval officers has «ver remained stationary. At- 
| tempts had often been made to reduce the pay of 
|| members of Congress; but gentlemen all knew 
how futile all such attempts were. Masters com- 
mandant in our Navy must remain fifty years 
in the service before their daily pay became equal 
to the boys—the pages and messengers of the 


their money—perhaps more faithfully than many 
members did; but where was our liberality to 
old and faithful servants in the public employ- 
ment? It certainly was not evinced in the pay 
of masters commandant. It was true, we some- 
times paid them with compliments—with votes 
—and mayhap with a sword. “Mr. P. proceeded 
to compare the pay of the officers of the Army 
and Navy, contending that the latter should be 
raised, rather than the formerreduced. Hecon- 


ment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] 


/as the most equitable and satisfactory in all its || 


details. 
Mr. VANDERPOEL said, that the course 
| which the debate had already taken was such as 


ments of which this House was, and from the 
nature of things ever must be, composed, would 
naturally expect. The American Navy! A prop- 
osition to increase the pay of its officers!! What 
charming themes to draw out on the one side the 
soul-stirring effusions of those orators (and he 
recognized one [Mr. Warp] in a most esteemed 
colleague) whose hearts were warmed, and whose 
tongues were inspired, by the recollection of 
| what our gallant Navy had done; and, on the 
other, the more chilling lucubrations of those 


ury, whose over-estimate of one virtue, some- 


justice. He would not say 
another of his honorable colleagues, [Mr. Mann,] 


rank among these too faithful sentinels. The 
frank and bold manner in which he always stated 





sincerity in whatever course he might take in 
relation to the various subjects that came here 
| for our action and deliberation. 


|| _ His colleague [Mr. Mann] seemed to be not a 
| little troubled about the manner in which this 


bill came before us. It did not, in his opinion, 
|| come from the right source. It did not emanate 





He wished ta pay them liberally—to | 


believed, to be totally impracticable. He adverted |, 


of other officers of the Government, particularly |, 


_House. ‘These boys (he said) faithfully earned | 


cluded by repeating his preference for the amend- | 


every gentlemen at all acquainted with the ele- | 


over-vigilant sentinels at the door of your Treas- | 


times called economy, and sometimes parsimony, | 
was apt to induce an under-estimate of another | 
virtue, which might properly be called national || 

that the remarks of | 


who had avowed such uncompromising hostility | 
to this bill and its amendments, entitled him to a || 


his propositions was an ample guarantee of his 
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'| from a standing committee of the House, and, 

therefore, in his opinion, it ought not to be treated 
with much favor. For my part, (said Mr V.,) 1 
care not how it came here. If it has only pro- 
ceeded from one of the regularly-constituted 
organs of the House, I will, if it has merit, adopt 
it. Has the child charm and attraction enough 
to commend it to our favor? Has it the charms 
of truth and justice? Ifso, why should we not 
embrace it?) Why institute a most useless and 
|| unkind inquiry into its pedigree? But, if it were 
|| in this instance necessary to vindicate its parent- 
|| age, or establish its nana he would not 
1 


1 


| 


even despair of that task. id the subject 
referred to the committee which had reported 
|| the bill under consideration peculiarly belong to 
|| either the Military or the Naval Committee? 
‘| Not at all, sir. Both the Army and Navy were 
| within the scope of the inquiry contained in the 
resolution which had created the committee, 
They were required to “inquire into the expe- 
diency of equalizing the pay ef the officers of the 
Army and Navy,’ andit was therefore emphatic- 
_ally fit and proper that it should be referred to 
;an amphibious committee, like the one which 
| has reported this bill. The fallacy of his friend 
and colleague’s objection to the form (he spoke 
with great deference) was excceded only by the 
/unsoundness of his views in relation to the 
substance. ¢ 
In regard to the general question, whether the 
compensation of the naval officers ought to be 
raised, long speeches must surely be useless. 
|The arguments for and against the proposition 
would very readily occur toeveryintelligent mind, 
_ No very new or unknown facts could be disclosed 
—no strikingly new principles could be developed 
| by discussion. The only questions to be determ- 
ined were—/first, is the laborer worthy of his 
hire ? and secondly, what compensation do the ob- 
ligations of justice, as well as the honor of the 
nation, require that we should render him? For 
his own part, (Mr. V. said,) he would freely ac- 
knowledge that, until his attention was called to 
this bill, he was not aware (to borrow the very 
just and emphatic language of the Secretary of the 
Treasury) ‘‘ how degradingly low’? was the com- 
pensation provided by law for the officers of the 
Navy. No candid man could doubt that they 
were more wretchedly paid than any other officers 
under the Government. Was it not indeed sur- 
|| prising that, with the prospect of such pitiful 
‘| emolument, so many good and gallant men, who 
| have wants like ourselves, could have been in- 
| duced to enter the naval service? The love of 
|| country and the love of glory must indeed have 
|| been with them what they should have been— 
paramount considerations. It must, however, be 
| remembered, that many, nay most, of the officers 
entered the naval service long before they had 
arrived tomanhood,and were induced by parents 
'and friends to choose this noble and patriotic 
occupation. They grew up to man’s estate, and 
then found themselves dedicated to the service of 
‘| their country. Their habits were fixed, and their 
entire unfitness for any other avocation in life, 
by which they could carn bread for their wives 
and children, were as notorious and as_ well 
established as that the fishes of the deep could 
subsist only in their native element. Emphat- 
ically given up, then, as they were, to their 
country, were they not the legitimate objects of 
the care, or, at least, the justice, of that country? 
And yet, so low was the allowance upon which 
| their stern parent had hitherto placed them—that 
parent whose interests they had ever been read 
|| to vindicate, and whose honor they had so val- 
| iantly protected—that it would now be an insult 
| to the understanding of intelligent and honorable 
| gentlemen to attempt, by any labored process of 
, reasoning, to prove that their present compensa- 
‘| tion could afford them aught but a mere scanty 
j 
| 


subsistence; that, if true to the honor and dignity 
of that flag which floats over them, they could 
| not, with their mere official earnings, make any 
'| provision for old age and decrepitude, or become 
| able to bequeath to their children aught but the 
| glory of their achievements, which was, to be sure, 
| In its way, very good food for a proud heart, but, 
|| after all, a very poor guarantee against nakedness 
‘| and hunger. 

| Mr. V. said he would not enter upon a crusade 
| against the Army; but justice required that he 
|| should remind the House that the present com- 
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pensation provided for the Army is vastly greater 
than that which you give to your Navy. The 
report upon your table tells you, sir, thata major 
general of the first rank, who ranks with a cap- 
tain of the Navy over fifteen years’ standing, re- 
ceives $3,542 more than a Navy captain; that a 
brigadier general, who ranks with a captain over 
ten years’ standing, receives $2,261 more than 
such captain; and that a colonel, who ranks with 
acaptain of the third rank, receives $799 per year 
more than such captain! He might go on to the 
end of the chapter, but he had already instituted 
comparisons enough to show that the inequality 
was most gross and shocking. And what was 
there in the nature of the two branches of the 

ublic service to justify such prodigious inequal- 
ity in the standard of compensation allowed to 
them? There was nothing; but, on the contrary, 
it was no injustice to the Army to contend that, 
in time of peace, the claim to the highest com- 
pensation was vastly in favor of the Navy. Yes, 
commissions in the Army in time of peace were 
comparatively sinecures. Barring the toilsome 
and honorable expedition against Black Hawk, 
and an occasional chase after a few retreating and 
predatory savages, what has —_ Army done, 
or, rather, what has it had to do, since the peace 
of 1815? It had done all that had been required 
of it, but it could, in the nature of things, have 
but little or nothing todo. Notso with the Navy: 
our vast and growing commerce must be pro- 
tected, the pirate must be driven from the ocean, 
and peace and prosperity may smile over and 
gladden the land, but they bring to the gallant 
sons of the ocea& no exemption from toil and 
peril. 

And yet, sir, how has it happened that, when 
the pay of every other officer of the Government 
has been increased, your secretaries, your treas- 
urer, your register, your auditors, and your 
clerks in the Departments—those clerks, (he did 
not mean to speak disrespectfully of them as men, 
for he knew and esteemed many of them,) some 
of whom, as it regarded the nature of their duties, 
were mere machines, that did not require any 
more mind than the pens with which they copied 
the thoughts of others—how, he asked, had it 
happened that their compensation had been in- 
creased and increased from time to time, until 
they were in receipt of very comfortable, not to 
say formidable sums, when the pay of the officers 
of the Navy, the men who were the protectors of 
your commerce, and in some measure the guar- 
dians of your national honor, had not, as had 
all other compensations, ** grown with the growth”’ 
of the nation? It was, sir, because those brave 
men were not able to be here, leaning over our 
bar, as others had an opportunity of being, to 
petition and beg for an increase of their remuner- 
ation. No; they were on duty, many of them 
far from their friends, their native land, and all 
the endearments of home. They were on their 
stations or cruising on distant seas. 

“Their march is o’cr the mountain wave, 
There home ison the deep.” 

And because such was the case, would Con- 
gress neglect them? Hetrusted not. It was, in 
fact, high time that the rights of these merito- 
rious men should be taken into consideration. 
He was no enthusiast, but he thought a very high 
responsibility rested upon us to foster this most 
important branch of our national defense. He 
would say, that when he looked over the state- 
ment of the salaries that were paid to our naval 
officers, and compared those of the two services, 
the Army and the Navy together, and looked also 
at the sums paid to our civil officers, he blushed, 
yes, blushed to turn from that statement to the 
records of history, in which it was told how 
much our Navy had contributed towards the 
glorious results which this country had attained, 
with what imperishable laurels it had decorated 
its brow! 

An argument against increasing the pay of the 
naval officers had been used by one of his honor- 
able colleagues [Mr. Mann] which struck him as 
entirely unsound. He had observed, that the pre- 
sent compensation of captains and commanders 
of squadrons was much more than many gentle- 
men here can earn in their professions, and, there- 
fore, it ought not to be increased. I fear, sir, that 
if this standard were applied to our own casen, it 
would be pretty sure to prove that many of us 
illy deserve our eight dollars per day. The gen- 
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' and the very important trusts that are confided to | 


| said, at the end of a long session, when their per 
their receipts here range far above the standard | 
| measure of compensatian to public officers, viz : | 


| the amount they could earn at heme. 
| ought not more elevated considerations to enter | 


a 
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him to do, returned from a foreign cruise with 
empty pockets—yes, almost overwhelmed with 
debt and embarrassment. His proud spirit, sir, 
| his love of country could not brook the idea, that 
| the men and the officers of foreign nations should, 
| when his back was turned, tauntinegly and exult- 
| ingly say among themselves: * There is a speci- 
men of your free Governments—its officers afraid 
to accept of hospitalities abroad, because they are 
too stingy and too mean to return them.’’ Sooner 
than expose the country which they loved to 
such cutting, such humiliating reproach, they have 
ever proudly sustained the honor of that country, 
though want and poverty were its sure penalties. 
He would here ie occasion to remark, that the 
interchange of these civilities, on the part of our 
naval officers, with the citizens of other nations, 
was, or might be, of great utility, independently 
of that courtesy, he should say deceney, which 
required our officers to respect them. By this 


tleman no doubt alluded to lawyers and physi- | 
cians. Now, sir, many of us but too well know | 
that clients and patients in our respective vicini- 
ties are unkind enough to imagine that they can 
very comfortably dispense with our services; and 
as to such (he did not mean to insinuate that his 
esteemed colleague was one) it might truly be 


diem and mileage make a pretty ** snug sum,’’ that 


which the gentleman has prescribed as a proper 
But, sir, 


into the account in this matter than the mere esti- | 
mate of what an attorney, in some quiet village, 
| without any temptation or exposure to expense, 
could possibly earn or would probably‘require | 
for the support of himself and his family? Can | 
those who measure the merits and the claims of | 
the weather-beaten sons of the ocean by so con- || reciprocation of courtesies, our officers enjoyed 
tracted a standard, appreciate the perils and pri- || the opportunity of becoming acquainted with the 
vations to which they are constantly exposed, || habits and manners of other nations. They ac- 
quired facilities to see and to become acquainted 
with their harbors, their coasts, their public 
works,their resources, and with their vulnerable 
or their impregnable points—all which informa- 
| tion might be of inestimable value in the event of 
| a war withsuch nation. Every dictate of interest 
combined with every consideration of national 
honor to demonstrate the expediency of giving to 
| our naval officers such compensation as would 
enable them to return, to a decent and reasonable 
| extent, whatever civilities they might receive 
from the citizens of other countries. 

3ut (said Mr. V.) I have been at sea quite long 
enough. It was high time that he anchored for 
| afew moments to the amendments of the gentle- 
'were duties aud considerations which, in his |; man from Virginia, [Mr. Wisr.] He should 
| humble estimation, elevated the standard of a || vote for those amendments, because the original 
naval officer’s wants above that of the sons of || bill, or rather the amendment of the gentleman 
Esculapius or the disciples of Lord Coke. By || frem Pennsylvania, as well as the amendments 
saying this, he certainly meant no disparagement || proposed by the honorable chairman of the com- 
to those professions, of one of which he was an | mittee, [Mr. Warmoven,] introduced a new prin- 
humble member. ciple in our statute-books. Llitherto seniority 

He would, however, ask, why select any of the || of commission had not given any claim to an in- 
learned professions as furnishing a proper measure || crease of a compensation. It was true that, by 
of compensation for your navel officers? Why |; regulations established by the Secretaries of War 
not take one of the mechanical branches? for, || and the Navy in 1818, with the approbation of 


them? Do they recollect that they are not only 
doomed to grapple with the enemies of their coun- | 
try, when the war trump is sounding, but that | 
the storm, the tempest, and the pestilence, are 

everlasting foes with which no truce can be ef- 

fected ; that they are in a great measure the guar- 

| dians of your national honor abroad, and that to 

| them is committed, to a great extent, the high | 
trust of convincing the subjects of monarchs and | 
despots, what they have so strenuously contended 
against, that a popular government Is not sub- 
versive of all those courtesies and civilities, and 
that noble chivalry, which serve to characterize 
the gentleman, and elevate civilization? These 





surely, the mechanics were not inferior in respect- 


| ability or national utility to any of the professions || 
No, sir, | 


| which have been called in question. 


uite the contrary. ‘The farmers and mechanics, | 


| : : | 
the working and producing classes of the country, | 
Blot them out, || 


are indeed the salt of this nation. 


the Presid@nt of the United States, it was estab- 
lished ** that the rank and precedence of sea and 
land officers will take place according to the seni- 
ority of their respective commissions,’’ but he 
was not aware that there had been any legisla- 
tive sanction of this principle. 


sir, and few and feeble indeed will be the hands 
to water that tree of liberty which took root with 
the Revolution. Why not fix upon their earnings || 
and their income, as furnishing a proper measure 

| of compensation to those who consent to be torn 

from their families, and all that is dearin ‘‘ HomeE,’? | 
to fight the battles of your country? Why not 
say that a journeyman mechanic can earn only 
$300 per year, and therefore your naval officers 
should not receive more? Gentlemen, while pur- 
suing the course, the mischievous meget of 

d 


Mr. WATMOUGH here referred Mr. V. to 
mage 5 of the report, to shew that this regulation 
had been sanctioned. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, if it were as the 
gentleman had stated, he stood corrected. He 
had, however, another objection to the honorable 
gentleman’s amendments. He thought, that in 
his very laudable solicitude for the senior, he had 
not done justice to the junior office. He would 
instance the case of the heutenants. They were, 
in the first instance, allowed $1,500 when at sea, 
which I am attempting to demonstrate, should go || and $1,200 when waiting orders. By the last 
| the whole—ricure, I mean, They should not | amendments of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
be obstructed in, or diverted from, their course by || they were to be allowed $1,200 when at sea, and 
the mole-hill impediments of national justice or || $1,000 when waiting orders. 
national honor. He insisted upon the soundness | There was, in his opinion, a vast dispropor- 
of the principle, that there were some officers of || tion between the junior and the senior offices. 
the Navy whose compensation should be such || What was the present salary of a lieutenant? It 
as to enable them to extend and reciprocate those || amounted to $960 per year. This included rations 
hospitalities which they will naturally receive || and every allowance that they were entitled 
| when abroad. It had been very appropriately || to. Now, when he considered that many of them 
| asked during this discussion, by an honorable || would probably have to wait and toilforty years 
| gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Reep,] why || before they could be promoted—that they would 
does your President receive $25,000 per year? This || have to serve six times as long as the patriarch 
was truly a ‘pretty snug sum’’—yes, it was a | of old served for his beloved prize, before they 
_very large sum. Was it given to enable him to | could be elevated to a captaincy, he thought the 
secure an inheritance for his children? No, sir. sum they now received most “ degradingly low,” 
It was to enable him to extend those hospitalitics |, and that the sum first mentioned could not be 
which all men of liberal feelings have a right to |; deemed too high. He had, until he had very 
expect, and do expect, from the chief of a great, || recently inquired into the matter, supposed that 
a free,anda wealthy nation. Your naval officers | everything was provided for our naval oflicers 
received civilities when abroad, and they would, || when at sea that there were what are commonly 
as a general rule, dishonor the profession they || called ‘‘ship’s stores” on board of our naval 
had chosen, and that country whose stars and || vessels, and that the officers, as well as the 
stripes they were so gallantly displaying, not to || sailors, were provisioned at the national expense. 
reciprocate them. This necessarily increased their || He had discovered, however, that such was 
expenses; and it was the occurrence of every year, | not the case—that the officers had to find their 
that a high-minded officer, having done all, and | own provisions, and even their own table furni- 
Now, it was to be 





| no more, than the honor of his country required ,| ture, and cooking utensi!s. 


f 
a 


Nadot 


ve 





ff 
pat 
tN 
. : 


~ 
; 


ten 
¥ 


eee 
eam 


60 





kept in remembrance, that many of these officers 
had wives and families, also, to provide for on | 
shore. ‘They had, in fact, two messes to support 
out of their incomes. 

And when he considered how onerous, how 
highly responsible were the dutics of lieuten- || 
ants, their claim to an increase of compensation | 
would be greatly fortified. And what were those | 
duties? As he understood, he had in time of | 
action to direct and point the guns. Each lieu- | 
tenant had charge of from sixty to seventy men— | 
there being from twelve to fourteen men stationed | 
ateach gun. These men it was his daty to drill; || 
and, when the enemy has boarded, the lieutenant |) 
was, as he had learned from a source upon which || 
he could rely, the first to board, unless a pike || 
driven through his body prevented the exeeution 
of this hazardous piece of duty. He had, too, | 
to take his turn on the watch, and was held re- 
sponsible for the general safety of the vessel. 
And what were his duties and obligations, ac- | 
cording to the naval code of nations, on coming | 
into port? because it might be said that he, at || 
least, had not the necessity of reciprocating the 
hospitality of officers in foreign service. 

But it was not so. According to the custom || 
of naval life, the captains messed by themselves, || 
and the subordinate officers by themselves; and 
if a lreutenant were entertained by an officer of || 
the same grade in foreign service, on board ship, | 
or on shore, he had to reciprocate the courtesy 1n | 
like manner, by inviting him to the lieutenant’s | 
mess. He had asked a lieutenant how he man- | 
aged to get along, having to comply with these | 
customs, and having, besides, a wife and family \| 

| 





to provide for; and his answer was, ‘* When he | 
left port he always found himself confoundedly || 
in debt; and when at sea he worked for a dead | 
horse, and there denied himself all the luxuries, | 
and many of the comforts, of life.’’ Is this, sir, | 
the measure of American justice to public ser- 
vants? He would notimpugn the motives of the | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Watmovuen,] || 
for he deserved much credit for what he had done || 
in this matter, but he, nevertheless, thought that 
he had in some measure overlooked the claim of 
these lieutenants. 

There was another heresy prevailing, which 
was in regard to the office and duties of gunner. 
A gentleman from Pennsylvania [Me Suruer- || 
LAND] had spoken with much eloquence in behalf || 
of the gunners. Now he (Mr. V.) had supposed || 
that the gunner was the man who loaded, and 
pointed, and fired the guns; but he found that 
such was not the case; that they were not the 
‘*men of fire and smoke;”’ that their station was in 
the magazine below, comparatively out of the 
reach of shot and danger; and that they smelled 
no other ** smoke’’ than that of the lamp which 
lighted that magazine. Why not, he would ask, || 
give the increase to the hardy tars who had to serve || 
at the guns—who were exposed to all the danger? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND observed that he had || 
also pleaded for the sailors. 1] 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he had already de- | 
tained the committee much longer than he had || 
intended when he rose, and hoped that he might, || 
in conclusion, be permitted to say, without in- || 
curring the imputation of egotism, that he repre- 

' 
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sented a strictly fresh-water district; that he had 

had, in the course of his life, but little or no in- | 
tercourse with naval officers, and did not know 

that a single one of them could be numbered || 
among his constituents. He did not know that | 
he had a single relative in the naval service; and || 
the vote which he should give for a reasonable 
increase of the compensation of this important || 
branch of service would be dictated solely by a | 
sense of the vast importance of the Navy to the 

interestand honor, if not the safety, of the coun- | 
try, and of the strong claims which its too long || 
neglected officers had to the justice, not to say the 

liberality, of this great, this just, and opulent na- 

tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, said that, in 
every discussion of a measure during this short 
session, it was the duty of all to remember how | 
much business we had to transact, and thus put | 
a just value upon time, and toeconomize it. With 
this sentiment in his mind he would, on this im- || 





portant measure, indulge in afew general remarks. | 


As to the Navy it was a great favorite with the | 
nation, and that favorable opinion was not with- 
notgoud reason. The history ofourcountry would | 
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| a colonel to a regiment, of a major to a battalion, 


| ment, and where they get annually $3,000, to say 
| they could live upon $2,000; and that members of | 
| Congress who nowreceived eight dollars per day | 
| might live upon six or four dollars. 
necessity for our country, (Mr. J.said,) we could | 


| find himself egregiously mistaken if he supposed 
| that he could enter the naval service an 


| he would find out his miscalculation. 


| men, and reasonable men, and patriotic men, and | 


| and that I will not vote for extravagant salaries. 


| him to furnish himself and a small family with 


furnish ample cause why we were partial to the 
Navy. We would referto our naval conflicts with | 
the Deine Powers, Tripoli, and our quasi war 
with France, and particularly our late war with 


| Great Britain. Who does not recollect the feelings | 


and gratitude, of confidence, of patriotism, which | 
swelled the bosom of every faithful citizen at the 


news of our splendid naval victories following | 
each other in quick succession. Perry and Mc- | 
Donough on the lakes; Hull, Decatur, Lawrence, 
Porter, and others, on the mountain waves, on | 
the ocean. 

Our gallant Navy, therefore, was justly a fa- 
vorite with the people. It had never excited the 
jealousy of the statesman or patriot. Its motto 
was, ‘For our country: right or wrong for our 
country.’’ This being the true sfate of the case, it 
was to him unaccountable and surprising that such 
opposition—such persevering opposition should 
have been made to every proposition for the last 
twenty years to make adequate provision for the 
Navy, and to assign proper grades of command to | 
the officers. The people, by common consent, con- 
ferred upon our senior naval officers the honorary | 
title of commodore, yet our laws have conferred 
no such command. The highest grade of com- 
mand in our naval service was that of captain. 
He did not see any reason for such a state of 
things. It might have been correct when our 
Navy was in its infancy—when we had only a| 
captain’s command; but now we had increased | 
our Navy from necessity—it had increased with 
our commerce and our population, and it was 
correct to confer higher grades of command, as | 
much so as to confer the command and grade of | 


and a captain to a company. But let us pass 
from this subject to that of the compensation. 
Adequate compensation was still more necessary | 
and important to the service than grades of com- 
mand. It wasa very difficult subject to know 
recisely what compensation ought to be given. | 
t was very easy to commence with the salary | 
and compensation of the civil officers of Govern- | 





In case of | 


all live upon half, rations; but it should be recol- | 
lected we were not fixing the compensation of the | 
Navy upon any such principle. We were fixing | 
it upon the principle of justice, of propriety. The 
laborer was worth his hire. The officers of the 
Navy, and all attached to the Navy, were workin 

men—hard-working men; and that man woul 


sleep | 
upon beds of down. If he supposed that he 

could sleep and slumber, and fold his arms to- 

gether to sleep without trouble, without anxiety, | 
The re-| 
verse was his lot; it was a place of toil, of suf- | 
fering, of hardship, and of danger. From the | 
hour that a man enters the naval service of his | 
country, until he is hurried to that bourn from | 
whence no traveler returns, he will learn that his | 
lot is one of privation, toil, anxiety, and trouble. 

Mr. J. said he was a working man himself—a | 
hard-working man, ever since he had grown up 
to manhood, and his constituents were workin 





that is the reason why they have honored me so | 


long. They know I will not squander the public 
money; they know I am not extravagant myself, 


But they have always sustained me in voting for | 
salaries and reasonable and just compensation, 
which will make the officer easy in his circum- 

stances; that which will enable him to live com- 
fortably, not luxuriously; that which will enable 


the necessaries and comforts of life, but not with 
its superfluities; that which will enable him to live 
as a freeman ought to live in a free country, but | 
notenough to make him wealthy. These are the 
principles by which he should be governed, these 
were the principles by which his constituents 
wished him to * governed; and they should 
govern in honor of them, and in honor of his | 
country, and in honor of justice. In fixing the 
compensation, Mr. J. said he should look at} 
human life and society as he found it, and inquire | 
what sum was required to place the officers of | 
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the N. "7, in the situation which he had described. 
| He would then bring that information to govern 
his votes upon the compensation proposed. 

| Mr. J. expressed his regret that some of those 
who had spoken in favor of the Navy had 
brought in the Army, and had made comparisons 
which he did not consider useful or conclusive, 
He considered all such arguments and compari- 
sons irrelevant. The Army as well as the Nay 
was a favorite with the American people. This 
favorable opinion was not without good reason, 
The history of the late war would prove it, and 
he should not vote to pull down the Army to the 
|condition of the Navy, nor should he vote to 
| elevate the Navy upon any other principle than 
that of its own intrinsic merit. He said it was 
not necessary upon this, and he hoped upon no 
other, occasion, to contrast the gallantry of the 
Army and Navy, to induce Congress to do jus- 
tice to either; for, if we look at the sacrifices 
which both have made for their country—if we 
will do justice to the devotion of both to their 
country—if we bring to our recollection the battles 
they have fought, the: victories they have won, 
the opener they have displayed, they have 
glory enough for any army or ony navy; and 
nothing is naw wanting for them but a proper 
provision to make them respectable and inde- 
pendent of the wants and frowns of fortune, and 
to hold themselves in readiness for any other 
crisis. 

It should never be forgotten that, from the mo- 
ment that any citizen enters the Army or Navy, 
he has to give up totally all other pursuits; he 
has to abandon every other prospect of gain; and 
a goud portion of Me time he has to abandon 
society. ‘There is no man who knows the hard- 
ships and sacrifices of a soldier’s life, whether in 
the Army or Navy, but the man who has tried— 
who has made the experiment; but as it is for 
his country he bears it cheerfully. 

The real truth is, that in time of war, when 
everything that is dear to freedom is at stake, 
when the country is suffering under all the calami- 
| ties of war, and bleeding at every pore, we are 
disposed, if possible, to overrate the Army and 
the Navy, and particularly the merits of a brave 
and gallant officer. But in time of peace we are 
fully as much inclined to underrate each, and to 
| think that they are a privileged corps, when in 
fact they are the working men of the Government 
—the drudges and dray-horses for the country; 
they are working for their country all the time; 
and unfortunately, in free Governments, the spirit 
of jealousy inclines us often to pull down, in time 
of peace, the pillars of strength, and to under- 
mine the foundations of our greatness and secu- 
rity. An instance of that kind is the opposition 
to the Military Academy, the institution and fav- 
orite of Thomas Jefferson. He was one a mong 
the wisest men of this world—and a learned man. 
He had examined the annals of all nations, and 
he saw that history confirmed the fact that, in a 
struggle for liberty, in all past time, double the 

uantity of blood and treasure had been spent for 
the want of the requisite skill and science in those 
| gallant men who had conducted the struggle from 
| the very beginning of the Revolution to its termi- 








nation. General Washington made this point a 
subject of never-ending complaint. We have 
courage and patriotism, and in our small Army 
and Navy we cannot have too much skill and 
science. In my short military career nothing was 
so much wanted as military knowledge and the 
sciences connected with it. 

[t is not very difficult for a brave and patriotic 
man, in the chimney-corner, to underrate military 
science, which can be gained alone by long and 
hard study, or very long and often disastrous ex- 
perience. But whenever he shall be brought into 

contact with anything like equal talents and bra- 
very, and the military skill of which we speak, he 
will soon change his opinion and acknowledge his 
mistake; and let the patriot, the citizen, and the 
statesman never forget that the necessity of an 
army oranavy is predicated upon the probability, 
yea, the certainty of war; and that both branches 
of defense are for the people’s benefit, and that 
they depend upon them for their existence. We 
should not exalt them too high, nor depress them 
too low. 

It may be stated with truth, that upon no sub- 

| ject was the testimony of military men more uni- 
form, and more imposing, than upon the benefit, 
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advantage, and utility of military skill, military 
knowledge, and the science connected with the 
profession of arms. The contrary opinion was | 
entertained generally by those who had not made 
the experiment, but who, no doubt, believed what 
they expressed as an opinion, by reference to 
some exceptions to general rules and general re- 
sults, and by adverting to some brilliant achieve- 
ments, that would seem to contradict what has 
been advanced —such as the battles of Bennington 


and King’s Mountain; but when we look at the | 
bright, the brilliant, and also the dark side of this | 


picture, it will be found that the opinion advanced | 


is correct. Mr. J. said he would be in favor of 


| 


the bill reported by the committee, with some | 


4 
few exceptions. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND rose and urged the neces- | 


sity of taking an immediate vote, as time was 
precious, and further delay, he feared, would 
jeopard the bill, many of the provisions of which 
were dear to him and the country. 


Mr. WISE then withdrew his amendment, in 


order to facilitate business, and offered — 
only relating to captains; which was adopted. 
The other amendments offered by Mr. W. were 


then taken up serialim, and most of them adopted | 


by the House. Anamendment, however, offered 
by him, touching the pay of boatswains, gunners, 
sailmakers, and carpenters, arrested the progress 
of the bill, and caused some debate; when, on 
taking the question, it was discovered that there 
was not a quorum voting. 


The SPEAKER then resumed the chair, and | 


the chairman [Mr. Briceés] announced that fact. 
The House then adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, December 23, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by | 


Messrs. TALLMADGE, SMITH, McKEAN, | 


and LEIGH. 


Mr. McKEAN presented the memorial of sun- | 


dry citizens of Pennsylvania, praying Congress 
to fit out a national expedition to explore the 
southern hemisphere; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


DEATH OF LA FAYETTE. 


Mr. CLAY, from the select committee ap- | 


pointed, on the part of the Senate, to consider and 
report upon the manner in which the resolution 


of June last, relative to the death of General La | 
Fayette, should be carried into effect, reported | 


the following resolution: 

‘Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, That Wednesday, the 31st instant, be the 
time assigned for the delivery of the oration by 


Joun Quincy Apams, before the two Houses of | 
Congress, on the life and character of General | 


La Fayette. 


That the two Houses shall be called to order by | 
their presiding officer at the usual hour, and the | 


Journal of the preceding day shall be read, ‘but 
all legislative business shall be suspended on that 
day. 


resentatives. 


That the President of the United States and | 
the heads of the several Departments, the French | 
Minister and members of the French Legation, | 


and all the other foreign ministers at the seat of 
Government, and the members of their respect- 


ive legations, be invited to attend on that occa- | 


sion by the chairman of the joint committee. 


That the President of the United States, the | 


heads of the several Departments, the French 


Minister and members of the French legation, | 
the other foreign ministers at the seat of Gov- | 
ernment, and the members of their respective | 


legations, and John Quincy Adams, be request- 
ed to assemble at half past twelve o’clock, p. m., 


in the Senate Chamber, and that they, with the | 


Senate, shall be attended by the joint committee 
to the Hall of the House of Representatives. 


That the galleries of the House, under the di- | 
rection of its officers, shall be open on that day | 
for the accommodation of such citizens as may | 


think proper to attend. 
The resolution having been read, 


Mr. CLAY remarked, that as the other House | 


now acting on a similar resolu- 


were probabil 
ted. by the committee on their part, 


tion, repor 


hat the oration shall be delivered at half past | 
twelve o’clock, in the Hall of the House of Rep- | 
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he moved that it lie on the table; which was } 
agreed to. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 
Mr. CLAY said he held in his hand a resolu- 
tion, to which he desired to call the attention of 
the Senate foramoment. It would be recollected | 
that that part of the Presideit’s annual message 
which applied to our French affairs had been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. | 
After this reference, the committee thought it 
necessary, to the proper discharge of their duty 
in this particular, to be put in possession of the 
instructions which had been given to our Minister 
in France on this subject, and also all the corre- 
spondence which had been exchanged between 
the two Governments with relation to it. Under 
this view of the case, a letter was prepared by 
direction of the committee, and transmitted to the 
Secretary of State, requesting that the necessary | 
information might be communicated. This letter | 
was very promptly replied to by the Secretary, || 
covering the information sought for, but accom- || 
panied with a request that it should be considered 
confidential by the committee. But it seemed to 
the committee that, as the opinion and recom- | 
mendation of the President on the subject had | 
been made public, the committee could not act | 
upon documents which were only confidentially |) 
communicated. The Secretary of State, in his 
letter, suggested an application to the President, 
in the usual way, and he had accordingly drawn 
up this resolution, but which he would not press 
upon the consideration of the Senate now, asa 
wish had been expressed to him to that effect by 

a gentleman who desired to examine it. 

Mr. C. then submitted the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to 
communicate to the Senate (if, in his opinion, it 
shall not be incompatible with the public interest) 
tlie instructions which have been transmitted, 
from time to time, since the 4th of July, 1831, to 
the representatives of the United States at the 
Government of France, relating to the execution 
of the treaty which was signed on that day be- 
tween the United States and France; and also, 
all the correspondence which has passed at Wash- 
ington, or at Paris, between the two Governments, 
respecting the execution of the said treaty. 


ALABAMA THREE PER CENTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a letter from the Treasury Department, commu- 
nicating the information required by a resolution 
offered by Mr. Moore, relative to the three per 
cents. of Alabama; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF MICHIGAN. 
The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 


Senate a memorial from the territorial govern- || 
ment of Michigan, relative to the introduction of || 
that Territory into the Union; which was referred 


en 
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completion of the road from Lyme creek to Chat- 
tahoochie. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John Mualony, late consul at 
Tangiers; which, on his motion, was read three 
several times, and passed. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Agri- 
culture, to whom the subject had been referred, 
reported the bill authorizing the sale of the lion 
and two horses presented to our consul at Tan- 
giers by the Emperor of Morocco. 

On motion of Mr. BELL, the Committee on 





| Claims was discharged from the further consid- 


eration of the resolution relative to increasing the 
compensation of the judges and other officers of 
Michigan Territory, and the same was referred 


| to the Judiciary Committee. 


The same committee was also dischareed from 
the consideration of the petition of Somerville 
Pinckney; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WRIGHT, agreeably to notice given yes- 
terday, and on leave, introduced a bill in addition 
to the act to provide more effectually for the set- 
tlement of the accounts of receivers of public 
moneys; which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. LINN, on leave given, introduced a bill 
inaking an appropriation to improve the Missis- 
sippi river, near St. Louis; 

Also, a bill to confirm certain claims to land 


in Missouri, and for other purposes; which were 


twice read, and referred. 
Mr. POINDEXTER, on leave given, intro- 


| duced a bill for the relief of Elita Hall Bay and 


others, of South Carolina; which was read twice, 


and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read the third time, 
and passed: 

A bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons; 

A bill for the relief of Susan Marlow; 

A bill authorizing the relinquishment of the 


| sixteenth sections for the use of schools, and 


granting other lands in lieu thereof; and 
A bill for the relief of Lynn Magee and Se- 
moise, Creek Indians. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The following resolutions, submitted yester- 
day, were severally considered and adopted: 


By Mr. HILL: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be requested to transmit to the Senate, as early 
as may be practicable, the number and amount 
of navy and military Virginia revolutionary land 
warrants, now on file for scrip in the General 
Land Office, the names of the individuals who 
performed the service, and also the names of the 
persons or agents who filed the warrants, or are 


| interested in the same. 





to the Judiciary Committee. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 


tee, reported a bill to increase the salary of the 
marshal for the Delaware district. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Publie Lands, reported the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Anson Lynch; 

A bill to extend the time for issuing military || 
land warrants for services in the revolutionary | 
army; 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Knox; 

A bill to graduate the price of the public lands, 
to provide for the sale of those which have been 
longest in the market, and for other purposes; 

A bill granting to the State of Missouri a quan- 


Also, that the Secretary of the Treasury be 
further requested to inform the Senate the amount 
of suspended navy and military Virginia revo- 
lutionary bounty land scrip now lying in the 
General Land Office, the names of individuals 
who performed the service, and the names of the 


| persons or agents now claiming said scrip, and 
| the reasons for suspending the delivery of the 
same. 


By Mr. TOMLINSON: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
| Claims be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
| ency of compensating Phineas Taylor, of Ban- 
| bury, in the State of Connecticut, for a horse, 
| and other property, taken from him for public 
_ use during the revolutionary war. 





tity of land for the purposes of internal improve- 
ment; 

A bill granting a township of land for the en- 
dowment of the French university in St. Louis, 
Missouri; 

A bill for the relief of Robert Haile; 

A bill for the relief of Evan Edwards; 

A bill to remove the United States land office 
from Clinton to Jackson, Mississippi; and 

A bill for the relief of William Graham. 





Post Office, to which the same had been referred, | 
reported the bill making an appropriation for the | 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the || 


By Mr. LINN: 5 ; 
Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be 
| instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| making an appropriation to compensate Augustus 
| Jones, marshal of Missouri, for services rendered 

the public in detecting and breaking up bands 
| of counterfeiters, who were flooding the country 
| with spurious money; and that said committee 
| call on the Secretary for information relating to 
| this subject. , 


By Mr. SWIFT: 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to cause a survey to be taken of the channel 
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between the islands of North and South Hero, 
in Lake Champlain, together with an estimate of 
the probable expense of removing obstructions to 
vessels in said channel, with a view of facilitating 
the navigation of said lake by the removal of said 
obstructions; and that he make a report thereof 
to the Senate at the next session of Congress. 

Mr. KENT called up for consideration the fol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by him yesterday: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs inquire into the expediency of making an 
appropriation for the immediate commencement 
oft fortifications on the Patapsco, at the city of 
Annapolis, and at St. Mary’s, all decmed essential 
by the board of engineers in their report, dated 
the 9th of February, 1821, for the security of the 
cities of Baltimore and Annapolis, and for the 
ones of the commerce of the Chesapeake 
uy. 


Mr. KENT briefly explained his views of the 
necessity and importance of the fortifications 
indicated in the resolution to the city of Balti- 
more. That city (he said) was even now in a 
more defenseless condition than it was at the last 
war. From its peculiar situation it was so access- 
ible to an enemy that it could easily be captured 
by avery smallforee, He did not offer the reso- 
lution from any apprehension of war, although 
our relations to foreign Powers were by no means 
80 pacific a formerly. Butit behooveda prudent 
Government ‘in peace to prepare for war.’? The 
resolution was then adopted, 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 


The CHAIR having announced the special 
order, being the bill to provide compensation for 
French spoliations committed prior to 1800 

' I ’ 


Mr. HILL and said: Mr. President, 
during the short time I have been a member of 
the Senate, | have discovered that claims preferred 
to Congress. stand a much better chance of 
success than if preferred to almost any other tri- 
bunal. In fact it has become a matter of general 
remark, that when aclaim on the public is before 
Congress, success depends less on its justice than 
on the perseverance with which it is pursued, 

lt is considered little discouragement that a flat 


denial by one committee is given to a claim; the 


same claim ts frequently at the same session pre- 
ferred in another branch of the Legislature; and 
if it does not there succeed, it is sure to be fol- 
lowed up at a future session. ‘The value of 
perseverance 18 demonstrated in more successful 
eases than that of Amy Darden’s horse, which, 
after having been brought upon the Journals 
year by year, for at least forty years, was finally 
paid in the generous year of 1532, when there 


rose 


vas so great a desire to get rid of as mach money | 
as possible from the Treasury, in order that high | 
taxes might be continued for the benefit of pro- | 


tecting American manufactures ! 
The bill now under consideration proposes to 
take directly from the Treasury the round sum 


of five millions of dollars; not that five millions of | 


dollars will cover the whole amount that may 
be claimed—-and ten times five millions would 
searcely do that on the principle that certain com- 
mutation claims, principal and interest, had been 
allowed by Cougress—and this sum is to be ap- 
propriated in the first instance for the benefit of 
** such ciuzens of the United States, or to their 


‘legal representatives, as had valid claims to in- | 


‘ 


demnity upon the French Government, arising 
out of Ulegal capture, detentions, forcible seiz- 
‘ures, ilegal confiscations, and condemnations, 
‘made or committed before the year 1800.’ 

‘The claims for which the bill of the Senate pro- 
poses indemnity are of more than thirty-tt 
years’ standing. Although, during the whole time 
since 1802, they have been before Congress, it is 
very remarkable that it was not until the year 
1226 a report in favor of their validity could be 
obtained in either House of Congress. Such an 
instange of claim, just or unjust, it is believe d, is 
not presented on the face of your Journals since 
the adoption of the Constitution. 


Thata portion of these claims was originally 
} 


ji : tly due from France will not be disputed; nor | 


will it be disputed that American citizens had 


equally valid claims to indemnit? trom the British 
Government, ** arising out of illegal captures, de- 
tentions, forcible seizures, illegal condemnations, 


iree | 
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orders in council, prior to the existence of the late 
war of 1812. The declaration of war by the 





American Congress, in June, ae the |) 


prospect of all remuneration from Great Britain | 
for her illegal seizures, as did the declaration of | 
war against France by successive acts of Con- | 
gress of May 28, July 7, and July 9, 1798, author- | 


izing the capture of French armed vessels, and || 
declaring such vessels to be good and lawful prizes, || 


and declaring the treaties theretofore concluded | 
with France to be no longer obligatory on the 
United States. 


But, however just might have been these claims 


abundantly apparent to every impartial and dis- 
interested man, that the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, in its own behalf, ought notto be, and | 
is not, responsible for the payment of one cent of | 
them. 

In prosecuting the negotiation which term- | 
inated in the treaty of September 30, 1800, the 
United States accomplished more for American 
citizens than could ever have been reasonably 
anticipated; they saved an ‘‘ immense propert 
of our citizens then depending before the reach 
Council ofPrizes.’’ The payment of even this was 
resisted by the French Government until it was | 
provided for to be paid by the United States them- 
selves in the Louisiana treaty. 

Urging these claims, appeals are made to mo- 
tives of benevolence and humanity; they are said 
to belong to widows and orphans. 
it is apprehended, is due to considerations of this | 


kind, 





believed that these claims will go to swell the | 
profits of speculators who have conditionally | 


to the estates of a few men who have made | 
immense wealth as underwriters, or to the enor- | 
mous gains of insurance companies. Of the 
cases of seizure, provided for in this bill, itis not 





tcen of every twenty cases the real owner of the 
property was not the loser. Although the com- | 
merce of the country, soon after the war in Europe | 
consequent on the French revolution, was much 
interrupted by seizures and spoliations, both by | 
Great britain and France, yet the period from | 
1793 to 1800 is often referred to by our mer- 


chants and shipowners as being the time of all || 


others when they mede most money. The Amer- | 
icans not only disposed of their produce at the | 
highest rate, but they were to a great extent the | 
carriers of the belligerent nations. The tempta- 

tions presented in the facilities for making money | 


were so great, that itis not to be wondered if the || 


Americans frequently violated that strictly neu- | 
tral character which should have protected their | 
commercial intercourse and relations.* 

Liable to constan. capture or detention, it is 
presumed that few, very few, American ships 
went to sea without ample insurance against loss 
by capture or otherwise. The greatly increased 
profits of American business warranted the pay- | 
ment of a large insurance; and if the amount | 
paid for insurance was lost in one voyage, it | 
was more than made up in the profits of other 
voyares. 

The underwriters and insurance companies at 
this time found their greatest harvest. ‘The price 
of insurance was raised even greater in propor- 
tion than the risk—as high, probably, as fifteen, 
twenty, and in some instances fifty per cent. 
Now, although these insurers, standing in the 
place of the insured, may have an equitable claim 
on their behalf upon the foreign nation that 
should illegally seize the property of a neutral | 
individual, little right have they to exact from | 
their own Government what would amount to an 
entire cover of the whole risk. If the country 
should pay the entire loss, so should the country | 
be entitled to the gains of the underwriters. That | 
the underwriters of the time above referred to | 


laid the fonndation of immense fortunes by insu- |) 
rance of ships and property on the high seas, is || 


abundantly proved by the condition of some of | 





*From Washington’s Proclamation of December 3, 1793. | 

* Whosoever of the citizens of the United States shall | 
render himself liable to punishment or forfeiture under the 
law of nations, by committing, aiding, or abetting hostilities 
against any of the said Powers, or by carrying to them any 
of those articles which are deemed coutraband by the mod 


: , ‘ a. ern usage of nations, will not receive the protection of the | 
and confiscations, made or committed’’ under her i| United States against such punishment or forfeiture.” 


| 
| 
on France, I flatter myself that it may be made : 
| 
| 


{n ninety-nine cases of a hundred it is || wend the American Government nothing due to 
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the most wealthy men in the northern States who 
have lived or still are living. These men have 
accumulated wealth under every treaty that has 
been made by this Government procuring indem- 
nity for spoliations; and it is such men, together 
with other wealthy speculators and corporations 
who have bought up these claims for a trifle, who 
are to be benefited by the passage of this law. 
There are few poor widows or orphans that wil! 
derive advantage from any portion of the immense 
sum that the bill appropriates. If one ship in 
three of every ship that sailed had been captured, 
neither were the underwriters nor owners of such 
ships the losers; for the first received more than 
the full amount of loss, and the others made 
greater profits than they could in a time of pro- 
found peace in the advanced price of the mer- 


| chandise shipped. 


Mr. President, there is litle wonder that these 
claims for twenty-five years should have failed 
to obtain the favorable report of a committee, 


| Should this bill pass, it need not be matter of 


Very little, || 


surprise if other claims of a similar character 
should follow them until it shall appear that the 
United States, as yet, have just begun to dis- 
charge the national debt. How many millions 
sacrificed by other controversies will the Govern- 
ment be not bound to discharge, if it justly owes 
the claims provided for in this bill? 

I shall contend, in the first place, that the con- 
troversy with France giving rise to these claims 
terminated in war; and that as war ended all! the 


| obligations of prior treaties, so there was on the 


| probably going too far to presume that in nine- || 


‘ 


rance which could go for a consideration as an 


; 
| equivalent for these claims. 
. ° ' 
engaged to pay for them a mere trifle, or to add | 


The French Government resisted the payment 


of these claims when they were first presented, 


on the ground that war had put an end to them. 
Messrs. Ellsworth, Davie,and Murray, the Amer- 
ican negotiators, repeating the declaration of the 
President of the French commission, in their 
journal of September 12, 1800, say, ‘* He would 
‘sooner resign than sign such a treaty, (as that 
‘they proposed,) adding, that if the question 
‘could be determined by an indifferent nation, 
‘he was satisfied such a tribunal would say, that 
‘the present state of things was war on the side 


| fof America, and that no indemnities could be 


| 
| 


| 


| 
} 





| 
} 
| 


‘claimed. The other two commissioners made 
‘similar declarations.”’ 

The same gentleman, September 13, 1800, says: 

‘‘The American Ministers, being now con- 
‘ vinced that the door was perfectly closed against 
‘all hope of obtaining indemnities with any mod- 
‘ification of the treaties,’’ they proceeded to 
negotiate without. Now, if the door was closed 
against all hope, what sacrifice for the claimants 
did the American Government make by agreeing 
no further to prosecute them ? 

The treaty of September 30, 1800, was agreed 
upon as the best for American citizens suffering 
under French spoliations that could be procured. 
The journal of Messrs. Ellsworth, Davie, and 
Murray,continues: ‘* Nor is it conceived that the 
‘treaties between the United States and France 
‘have undergone a more nullifying operation 
‘than the condition of war naturally imposes. 
‘ Doubtless the congressional act authorizing the 
‘reduction of French cruisers by force, was an 
‘ authorization of war, limited indeed in its ex- 
‘tent, but not in its nature. Clearly, also, their 
‘subsequent act, declaring that the treaties had 
‘ ceased to be obligatory, however proper it might 
‘ be for the removal of doubts, was but declaratory 
‘of the actual state of things. And certainly tt 
‘was only from an exercise of the constitutional 
‘ prerogative of declaring war that either of them de- 
‘ rived validity. So that the treaties in question, 
‘having had only the usual inoperation, might, 
‘ without a breach of faith, have the usual recog- 
‘ nition.”’ 

Mr. Murray, (p. 662, Senate Document 102,) 
speaking of the eT which had then been just 
executed, says: ‘* Indemnities which were impos- 
‘sible, together with the discussion about the 
‘abolished treaties and consular convention, to 
‘sleep till a more convenient time.” 

Mr. Murray again, (p. 676,) ‘‘ But having no 


| * power to dispose of what may be considered asa 


'* valuable claim for the future, although I do not 
| * consider it as worth a quarter per centum,’’ &c. 


Again, same, (p. 682,) ‘‘ If the Senate meant 
‘by striking out the second article of the treaty 
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| 
‘business, I presume, is closed.” \| 

Again, same page: ‘* The absolute want of value || 
in the prospect of indemnities.”’ 

From thes@and other like statements of the || 
negotiators of the treaty of September 30, 1800, || 
which was the most favorable for the United | 
States and its citizens that could be obtained, it is || 
evident that the treaty was negotiated on the basis || 
of a war; that this state of things had discharged 
the French Government from all obligations to 
make restitution for captures and seizures, as It | 
had the American Government from similar obli- | 
gations to France; and that, asa natural conse- | 
quence, the American Ministers considered the 
prospectof furtherindemnity to be worth nothing. 

The character of the negotiation was this: 
France was willing to consider that war had put 
anend to all prior treaties, and of course to indem- 
nities for their infraction. If the treaties were in 
force, and indemnities for seizures and spoliations 
were due to the Americans, so also something 
was due to France from the United States for 
their failure under the treaties. The result proved 
that no indemnity could be obtained from France, 
and therefore the negotiation terminated, on the 
admission of both parties, that, as war existed, so 
indemnity on all hands was abandoned. 

Yet, in compliance with instructions from the 
American Executive at home, the second section 
of the treaty left the question of indemnity open, 
orrather evaded the question. ‘That section was 
in the following words: 

‘Arr. 2. ‘The Ministers Plenipotentiary of 
‘the two parties, not being able to agree at pres- 
‘ent respecting the treaty of alliance of 6th of 
‘February, 1778, the treaty of amity and com- 
‘merce of the same date, and the convention of 
‘the 14th of November, 1788, nor upon the in- | 
‘demnities mutually due or claimed, the parties | 
‘ will negotiate further on these subjects at acon- | 
‘venient time; and until they may have agreed | 
‘upon these points, the said treaties and conven- | 
‘tion shall have no operation; and the relations 
‘of the two countries chall be regulated as fol- 
‘lows.”’ 

Asthe treaty was first concluded and ratified by 
the French Government, including this second 
article, all the objects of peace and reciprocal in- || 
tercourse were secured without giving up any 1 
demand of our citizens for spoliations; and, at the || 
same time, an ** immense property of our citizens 
then depending before the French Council of || 
Prizes’? was secured to American citizens. \| 

The treaty or convention, duly signed, was sent | 
to the United States, and submitted by the Presi- | 
dent to the Senate. The Senate, February 3, 
1801, consented to, and advised its ratification, || 
provided the second article be expunged, and the | 
following be added: 

‘It is agreed that the present convention shall |) 
be in force for the term of eight years from the 
time of the exchange of the ratification.’’ 
was so ratified by the President. 

Thus altered, the convention was sent back to 
France, where the First Consul, complaining of 
the alterations made by the Senate, agreed to 
ratify it by adding the following clause: 

** The Government of the United States having 
‘added to its ratification that the convention 
‘should be in force for the space of eight years, 
‘and having omitted the second article, the Gov- 
‘ernment of the French Republic consents to 
‘accept, ratify, and confirm the above convention 
‘with the addition, importing that the convention 
‘shall be in force for the space of eight years, 
‘and with the retrenchment of the second arti-. 
‘cle; provided that, by this retrenchment, the two 
* States renounce the respective pretensions which are | 
‘the object of the said article.”’ 

After these conditional ratifications and their | 
exchange, President Jefferson submitted the con- | 
vention anew to the Senate, who resolved that 
they consider it as fully ratified. 

Itis most obvious that, in expunging the sec- 
ond article of the treaty, the Senate had no idea | 
of lessening the chance of securing anything that 
might be legally due from France to citizens of 
the United States; and it is equally obvious that, 
in subsequently tacitly assenting to that article as 
finally altered by Bonaparte, neither President 
Jefferson nor the Senate of the United States 
moment considered they were 


| 
} 
| 
1] 
| 
| 

| 
| 
|} 
| 


| 





| 


It | 


rforming an act | 


which should thereafter make the American Gov- 


THE 


for a || 


ment responsible to individuals for French 
liations. 

The act of expunging and otherwise changing | 
the article was performed in the last month of | 
the elder Adams’s administration. This first step | 
opened the door for another change of the terms 
of the treaty by Napoleon; and the new adminis- 
tration of Mr. Jefferson, viewing even the terms 
of the altered treaty ashighly favorable to Amer- 
ican citizens—more favorable, probably, than any 
new negotiation could open to them—readily 
seized the opportunity of taking the treaty as 
it was, rather than to throw all the advantages 
gained at the mercy of future changes and vicis- 
situdes. 

Page 698 of the Senate Documents before 
quoted, the French Minister, Talleyrand, repeats, 


ern 
8 


|| as the suggestion of Mr. Murray, the American 


Minister, that the second article of the convention 
of September, 1800, was expunged by the Amer- 
ican Senate, under the idea that, if retained, it 
would be ‘‘ susceptible of producing disquiets in 


‘future, by promising nothing but an ulterior and || 


‘discordant negotiation.’”’” And Mr. Madison, 
Secretary of State, in a letter to Mr. Livingston, 
before the Senate and President finally assented 
to the convention, (page 708,) says: ** l am au- 
‘thorized to state, that the President does not 
‘consider the declaratory clause (last introduced 


|* by Bouaparte) as more than a legitimate infer- 


‘ence from the rejection by the Senate of the 


‘second article; amd that he (the President) is | 


‘disposed to go on with the measures due under 
‘the compact to the I'rench Republic.”’ 
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The American Government did go on to execute 
that compact. March 20, 1801, the Secretary of 
the Navy directed S. Higginson & Co. to restore 
the Berceau frigate, captured by Captain Little. 
The Vengeance and the Insurgente frigates were 
also restored; the latter, having been lost, by 
substitute. The convention provided for the 
restoration of public ships taken on both sides— 
also, that all ships and property captured, and 
not definitively condemned at the time of the 
negotiation, should be mutually restored. The 
Government of the United States, as stated by 
Mr. Madison, paid Mr. Pichon, the French 
Minister, on the general account, $140,841 25, 
and to individual French subjects, $74,667 41. 
(See doc. p. 720.) 

But France delayed restitution, although sol- 


|emnly bound by the convention of September 30, 


1800, until the claims came to be thought of little 
value. Applications for payment were often 
made, and as often denied or evaded. Restitu- 
tion was indeed made by the subsequent treaty 
of 1803, by whicha title to Louisiana wasacquired. 


| This restitution would not, even then, have been 
| made, had it not come inconveniently to France, 


} 


as a partof the nominal price paid for the cession 
| of that valuable Territory. Of this price, Bona- 


| parte, deprived as he was of the maritime forces 
|| to protect it, considered the money actually paid 


as a full equivalent, without including the amount 
| allowed for spoliations under the convention of 
1800. He, in fact, set his ewn price to his Min- 
| ister, Barbe Marbois, at fifty millions of francs, 
when the latter succeeded in obtaining of Messrs. 
Livingston and Monroe sixty millions of francs 
in cash, besides twenty millions, allowed for the 
spoliations. It was considered at the time, that 
all which was gained tothe American claimants 
for French spoliations and seizures in the Louis- 
iana treaty wasto them clear gain. Theirclaims 
were believed to be hopeless; and the Opposition to 
the American Administration opposed the execu- 
tion of the treaty on account of the alleged ‘* out- 
rageous price”’ paid for the Territory ceded. 

in the correspondence relative to the execution 
of the Louisiana treaty, the twenty millions of 
francs allowed and paid the claimants are men- 
tioned as *‘ covering all the claims’’ of the Ameri- 
cans for illegal spoliations and seizures; and in 
these twenty millions other claims were included 
than those first comprehended in the list pre- 
sented by the American Minister. (See Talley- 
rand’s letter to Livingston, doc. p. 829.) 

Mr. Livingston says, sixteen millions would 
have covered ‘the debts confined to the words 
of the convention.’’ Four millions, then, must 
| have been paid to persons whose claims were not 
acknowledged by France to be legitimate. 

Citizen Pichon, the French Minister, wrote 
that cases of capture by the French West India 








63 
: 
| cruisers are included in the fourth article of the 
treaty, and are ordered to be restored. 

Barbé Marbois (doc. p. 826) says, ** The sum 
¢ of twenty millions of francs had be en determ- 
‘ined on in order to extinguish the whole .dmeri- 
‘can claim, and the interest up to the day of the 
‘treaty.”’ : 

The restitution of property under the conven- 
tion of April 30, 1803, applied to captures of 
which the council of prizes had ordered a restitu- 
tion—to debts contracted prior to the 30th Sep- 
tember, 1800, the payment of which had been 
claimed of the Government of France, and for 
| which the creditors have a right to the protection 
| of the Government of the United States; and it is 
expressly stated that ‘it does not comprehend 
prizes whose condemnation has been or shall be 
confirmed.’’ 

Now, itis quite apparent from the face of these 
exceptions, that they are precisely such ae the 
French Government never would have paid ifthey 
had been left for negotiation tili doomsday; they 
were either such as had been adjudicated and 
condemned for a positive infraction of the laws 
| of neutrality, or elge they were such as were cap- 
tured, tried, and condemned under an actual state 
of war between the two nations. 

It is remarkable that neither in the successive 
reports, from 1826 down to the present time, of 
committees friendly to these claims, nor in the 
elaborate essay of Mr. Walsh’s Quarterly Re- 
| view in their favor, are the indemnities provided 
for in the convention of April, 1803, mentioned 
as at all connected with the spoliations and seiz- 
ures made by France prior to the year 1800. 
Why this omission ? 

I think I have not mistaken the character of 
| the contest between this country and France prior 
to the treaty of September 30, 1800. That con- 
| troversy was, to all intents and purposes, a war. 
| I cannot present a more faithful account of that 

controversy and the —— events which have 

igen rise to the bill now before the Senate, than 
| by making quotations from the history of the 
cession of Louisiana to the United States, written 
by Barbé Marbois, the translation of which was 
first published in this country in the year 1830. 
That inflexible republican, like the illustrious 
La Fayette, equally the friend of his own country 
and of this Republic, still lives, at the advanced 
| age of between eighty and ninety years, to wit- 
ness the benefits his labors have bestowed on 
mankind, in being instrumental in ceding to the 
United States that extensive tract of country. 
| In behalf of the French Government, he was 
the sole negotiator with Messrs. Livingston and 








Monroe, of the Louisiana treaty. He says, (p. 
234:) 
‘‘]t is necessary to go back a few years, in 
‘order to understand the object of this important 
‘part of the negotiation, [the indemnity for spo- 
 «fiation.] The interests of commerce, colonial 
‘ settlements, and navigation, have etfected great 
‘ changes in the reciprocal relations of the nations 
‘of Europe. The independence of the United 
‘ States has rendered them still more complicated. 
‘But such changes are not often remarked by 
| * statesmen themselves, till they have committed 
| ‘great faults by persevering in old errors. 

‘* The directory, led astray by false notions of 
| *the situation of the French colonies, had not 
| ‘remarked that their existence depended upon the 
| * preservation of a good understanding with the 
r* United States. Instead of reéstablishing friendly 
‘ relations with the American Union, it had, after 
‘more than once putting it in jeopardy, finally 
‘ broken the alliance which had been the precious 
‘ fruit of the policy of the councils of Louis XVI. 
‘Mutual discontent had not yet resulted in di- 
‘ rect hostilities ; but even in peace captures were 
‘ made by privateers, bearing the French flag, 
‘which became the subject of great complaints 
‘on the part of the United States. It was, like- 
‘ wise, at this period that the first disasters of the 
‘French colonies led to the emigration of many 
‘families, who from great opulence had fallen 
‘into deep distress. Numbers of them took 
‘refuge in the United States. Never was hospi- 
‘tality more nobly exercised than under these 
‘circumstances; never were more sincere and 
| ‘effectual consolations offered to misfortunes by 
'fa grateful people. This generosity towards 
| ‘refugees, the objects of the persecutions of the 
' «directory, was not regarded by its members aa 
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‘a motive for reconciliation with the American 
* Republic. 
‘ of the convention, and the West Indian possess- 
‘ions were the victims of them. These colonies, 
‘ prosperous in time of peace, are exposed to all 
‘sorts of calamities as soon as the war breaks 
* out. 


* State, weak at sea, can neither supply them with 
‘ provisions nor export their produce, and is most 
‘frequently incapable of defending them. If they 
‘ resort to neutrals, this relaxation of the prohib- 
‘ itory system habituates the colony to privileges 
‘which make them look on the return of peace 
‘with indifference. The directory, in order to 
‘ maintain their prohibitory laws, had permitted 
‘ the local authorities to provide for the preserva- 
‘tion of the colonies by arming privateers, and 
‘these agents encouraged them indiscriminately 
‘to fall on all fags. They carried their disregard 
* of the rules of justice and the laws of nations so 
‘far as to condemn, as lawful prizes, ships that 
‘had entered the ports with subsistence and pro- 


They had inherited the animosities 


Their intercourse is interrupted; a parent | 


visions intended for the inhabitants of the islands | 


‘thatthey governed, Victor Hughes, one of these 
‘colonial rulers, openly professed and put in 
‘practice the maxim, that, ‘in time of want, all 
‘ Vinds of provisions are good prize.’ The Amer- 
‘ican Government, before commencing hostilities 
‘with France, wished to exhaust all pacific 
‘measures. [thad sent thence calalatennt Siemens. 
* Pinckney, Marshall, and Gerry) tothe directory, 
‘towards the end of the year 1797. On their 
‘arrival at Paris, they were circumvented by all 
‘sorts of intrigues, Their correspondence ‘isa 
‘monument of the manner in which the 
‘French Government, at that time, managed their 
‘political affairs. ‘The most disgraceful eupid- 
‘ity,’ they wrote to their constituents, ‘ was 
‘openly manifested at Paris. The American 
* commissioners were told that ‘ their Government 
‘paid money to obtain peace with the Algerines 


base 


and with the Indians, and that it was doing no | 


* more to pay France for peace.’ 

** This negotiation lasted for six or seven months; 
* it was broken off when it was found impossible 
‘to continue it'on such erroneous principles. * * 

**'The animosity was still increasing in 1799, 
when Congress, renouncing vain attempts at 
moderation, resolved that all intercourse with 
* France should be suspended; that the treaties 
*had ceased to be obligatory; and that the cap- 
‘ture of French vessels was permitted.”’ 

Thus far the historian distinctly and conclu- 
sively states two important facts material to the 
question of indemnities: The one is, that the alli- 
ance (treaties of 1778) was broken by France—the 
other, that a state of actual war, from the action of 
Congress, existed between France and the United 
States. M. Marbois continues— 

** From the beginning of the Consular Govern- 
‘ment, a wise policy had puta stop to all repri- 
*sals; a convention had been signed on the 30th 
September, 1800; but according to a stipulation, 
without which the reconciliation would have 
been impossible, indemnities were to be paid for 
all prizes unlawfully made. [Mark here the 
character of the indemnities, distinguishing those 
which were unlawfully from such as the French 
considered properly made.}] Ministers had been 
subsequently interchanged, and the Envoy of 
the United States (Mr. Livingston) had calcu- 
lated on prompt satisfaction. The communica- 
tions which he addressed to his Government 
authorized this hope; but the expectations were 
not realized, and in fact the finances of France 
had scarcely begun to emerge from the chaos in 
which the bad government of the Directory had 
plunged them. ; 

* This part of the convention of 1800, therefore, 
paanial unexecuted; and this contempt of the 
most ordinary rules of justice carried the general 
irritation in the United States to its greatest 
height. The President and his Cabinet, com- 
promitted by their moderation, were beginning 
to make their reproaches heard, and talked of 
deing themselves the justice that was refused 
thein. The American Minister at Paris had 
received orders to make this discontent known, 
‘and his notes were drawn up with a firmness to 
which Bonaparte was not accustomed. If one 
of the continental Powers of Europe had dared 
to employ similar language, the invasion of its 
‘territory would have been the consequence.”’ 
* * * © As the notes of Mr. Livingston, the 
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‘ patience, and murmured against their Govern- 
‘ment. The enemies of France in the United 
‘ States, attentive to the general discontent, hoped 
‘to avail themselves of it in order to force the 
‘ Union into an alliance with England.’’ 


'| «American Minister, remained unanswered, the | 
‘injured merchants and shipowners lost their | 


|| interest, the pr 


Here it will be observed that the sole object of 


complaint by the ‘injured merchants’? was the 
non-execution of the convention of September 30, 
1800, leaving it plainly to be inferred that at this 
time they did not think of asking further indem- 
nities than that convention provided. 


The writer goes on to detail the events which | 


accompanied the shutting up the port of New 
Orleans, producing strong excitement in the west- 


ern States, and creating an anxiety to secure the | 
free navigation of the Mississippi on the part of 


the United States of the one side, and the peril- 
ous condition of this French colony in case war 
should break out and render it an easy prey to 


should acquire, than that France should dispose 
of, the territory of Louisiana at much less than 
what has since proved to be its value. Accord- 
ingly, at the same time that Mr. Jefferson and his 
Cabinet were taking secret measures to purchase 


to aid in the purchase, Bonaparte was urging his | 


Minister to make propositions, and force the sale 
to the United States of the whole right France 
possessed in the territory. The historian con- 
tinues, (p. 277:) : 

‘* The conferences began the same day between 
‘ Mr. Livingston and M. Barbe Marbois, to whom 
‘the First Consul confided this negotiation. But 


‘the American Minister had not the necessary || 


‘powers. He had resided at Paris about two 
: years. 


* indemnities claimed by hiscountrymen for prizes 


The first object of his mission had been || 


‘made by the French during peace;”’ that 1s, in- | 


demnities under the convention of September, 


| 30, 1800. 


In the mean time, Mr. Monroe had arrived, 
bringing full powers to negotiate. As it is my 
object to confine myself to the subject of in- 


of conferences about prices offered and asked 
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'*Whe has authorized 


‘this excess be claimed by France. Thus the 
‘respective demands were easily agreed to.”’ 

Again, (p. 311:) 

‘** The First Consul had followed, with a live} 
ress of this Negotiation. [rt 
‘ will be recollected that he had mentioned fifty 
‘millions as the price which he had put on the 
‘cession; and it may well be believed that he did 
‘ notexpectto obtainsolargeasum. He learned 
‘that eighty millions had been agreed on; but that 
‘they were reduced to sixty by the reduction 
‘ stipulated to be previously made for the settle- 
‘ment of the debt due by France to the Ameri- 
Then forgetting, or feigning to forget, 
‘the consent that he had given, he said with yi- 


| *vacity to the French Minister—‘I would that 


‘ these twenty millions be paid into the Treasury, 

ou to dispose of é 
‘money of the State? The rights of the claim- 
‘ants cannot come before our own.’ This first 


‘excitement was calmed as he was brought to 
the British maritime superiority on the other side. || 
Events were impending on both sides which ren- 


‘recollect that he had previously consented to 


| * treat fora much smaller sum than the Treasury 
dered it not less desirable that the United States || 


‘would receive, without including the twenty 
‘ millions indemnity for the prizes. ‘ It is true,’ 


| *he said, ‘ the negotiation does not leave one any- 


* that will not, perhaps, last but a day! 


‘thing to desire: sixty millions for an occupation 
I would 


‘that France should enjoy this unexpected capi- 
a part of Louisiana, and Mr. Monroe was sent | 


‘tal, and that it may be employed in works ben- 
‘ eficial to her marine.’ ”’ 
If we regard the statement of M. Marbois as 


| containing the facts, we must believe it to be the 


merest chance in the world that the American 
merchants ever did receive the indemnity of 
twenty millions of francs. Napoleon Bonaparte, 


| to the last moment of his life, while he was at war 
| with the rest of Europe, would not have taken 


to thank us;and they would even win 


that sum out of his anonnay to pay these claims. 
Sixty millions of francs, the sum paid into the 
French treasury, was al' Ronaparte would have 
asked for Louisiana. Tne twenty millions paid 
was so much money of the American people gen- 
erously and gratuitously bestowed by their Gov- 
ernment, for which the underwriters, and others 
who profited by the boon, are scarcely disposed 
this sum 


out of sight in their eagerness to grasp more for 
demnities as much as possible, I omit a relation | 


for the Territory. The author proceeds, (p. || 


303:) 

**The convention of the 30th of September, 
1800, had for its object the securing of recipro- 
cal satisfaction to the citizens of the two States, 


‘ 
‘ 


‘ 


‘thing that could for the future affect their good 


‘understanding. We there find the principle, 
‘ 


‘nation in the world disputes ‘ that free ships 


make free goods, although they are the property 
‘of an enemy.’ 

7 emit promise had been given to pay the 
debts arising from requisitions, seizures, and 
captures, made in time of peace; but the execu- 


‘treaty. For two years and a half the Minister 
of the United States had been reiterating his 
reclamation, and demanding in vain the repara- 
‘tion of these losses. : 

*« She cession of Louisiana afforded the means 
‘ of realizing promises that had been so long illu- 
“sory. 
‘millions of francs, on condition that twenty 
‘ millions of this sum should be assigned for the 
‘payment of what was due from France to the citi- 
* zens of the United States. 


‘ 


and the preventing, as far as possible, of any- || 


the wisdom, and the legality of which only one | 


tion of the agreement had not followed the | 


The Americans consented to pay eighty | 


‘* The two Ministers fixed this condition of an | 


‘ indemnity at twenty millions of francs, and they 
‘ probably expected that they would be required 
‘to state the grounds of the estimate, in order 
‘that they might be discussed and a reduction 
‘effected. But no opposition was made; and it 
‘ was instantly agreed that the amount should be 
‘deducted from that of the eighty millions. The 
‘intention of extinguishing all former claims was 
* sincere on both sides. ‘The round sum of twenty 
‘ millions was evidently an estimate formed on 
reasonable conjectures, and could not be an abso- 
‘lute result established by documents. But the 
‘ American negotiators agreed that, if there was 
‘any difference, the amount rather exceeded than 
‘fell short of the claims, and the French Pleni- 
‘ potentiary gave assurances that in no case should 


‘ 


| that the 


claims whose foundation, to say the least, is ex- 
tremely doubtful. 

But, Mr. President, if there was the least room 
to doubt that war had put an end to all right of 
indemnity from France, it will be easy to show 

United States never first violated any en- 
gagement with France in a manner that claimed 
from us an indemnity. 

I see it asserted in a newspaper of this city, 
copied from a Boston newspaper, expressing the 
feelings, probably, of some of those interested in 
these claims, that thirty-four years ago our own 
Government sold to the French Government a great 
amount of claims of our own citizens on France 


|for indemnity, and received pay for them, and 


released France from all obligations to pay the 
claimants, whose demands were acknowledged to 
be just by both nations. 

fn the first place, I deny that this Goverment 
ever sold to the French Government the claims 
of our citizens. This Government had done its 
whole duty to the claimants—it had pressed the 


claims as far and as long as it was bound to do; 
and if, at length, it agreed to press them no 


further, it was to procure indemnity, not for 
itself, but for others, and many of the self-same 


claim ants, which indemnity otherwise would 
have been utterly wopeless, and lost to them for- 
"ever. 


To the declaration, that this Government re- 

ceived payment for these claims, I answer, that 
if no claims of citizens of the United States. 
against France had existed, it is quite certain the 
United States would have procured as good a 
treaty with France as that of the convention of 
September 30, 1800; and that France would have 
laid in no claim whatever for an alleged infrac- 
tion of prior treaties on our part. - 

It is said these demands were acknowledged to 
be just by both nations. The Quarterly Review 
says: “The French Government did not deny 
‘ the justice of these demands; they even offered 
‘to make arrangements to compensate the losses; 
‘but they had claims upon the Government of 
‘the United Siates, which they insisted upon 

‘taking into consideration, and they refused to 
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